


REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE OFFICIAL YEAR L906-1907, 
Approved and adopted by the Annual General Meeting, Monday, 6th May 1907. 


INCE the publication of the last Annual Report the Council have held 20 meetings, ot 
which the Council elected in June last have held 15. The following Committees 
appointed by the Council have met and reported to the Council on matters referred 

to them :—Charter Revision, Competitions, Prizes and Studentships, Finance, Sessional 
Papers, Professional Questions, Fellowship Drawings, Fellowship Election Procedure, London 
County Hall. 

The losses by death have been as follows :—Fe//ows : George Murray Alexander, 
Thomas Barnes-Williams, Roger Thomas Conder, Colonel Joseph Gale, William 
John Gant, George W. Hamilton-Gordon, Richard Creese Harrison, John Nixon Horstield, David 
Jenkins, William Alfred Large, George Low, William Mackison, Frank Barlow Osborn, Henry 
Allen Prothero, Edward Salomons, Henry William Stock, William Angelo Waddington, Philip 
Wilkinson, Edmund Woodthorpe. Retired Fellows : Henry Simpson Legge, Andrew Moseley. 
Associates: Lewis Erie George Collins, John Wardle Donald, Sydney Fowler, Frederick William 
Ledger, Charles Long, Arthur Maryon Watson. Hon. Associates: Lord Montagu of Beaulieu, 
Colonel Lenox Prendergast. Hon. Corr. Members: Albert Thomas, Johan Louis Ussing. 

Obituary notices of some of the above have appeared in the Jounnat. 

The Royal Gold Medal was awarded last year to Sir Lawrence Alma-Tadema, O.M., 
R.A. [H.F.], in recognition of his services to Architecture. The presentation took 
place on 25th June. 

It has been decided to award the Medal this year to Mr. John Belcher, A.R.A., Past 
President, in recognition of his distinguished merits as an Architect. Ilis Majesty the King 
has signified his approval of the nomination. 

The following tabular statement shows the present subscribing membership of 
the Institute compared with that of the previous year : 


Obituary. 


Royal Gold 
Medal. 


Membership. 
Year Fellows J it Hon, As-oci Potal 
1906 749 7 16 1,972 


1907 862 20 1 2,162 


During the official year since the last Annual General Meeting 136 Fellows have been elected, 
112 Associates, and 1 Honorary Associate. 
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The Progressive Examinations were held in June and November 1906. The Pre- 

“a liminary was held in London, Belfast, Birmingham, Bristol, Cardiff, Dublin, 

Glasgow, Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, and Newcastle-on-Tyne; the Intermediate 

in London, Belfast, Bristol, Glasgow, Leeds, Manchester, and Newcastle-on-Tyne. The Council 

desire to record their thanks for the valuable services rendered by the Hon. Secretaries and 

Examination Committees of the various Allied Societies. The Final and Special Examinations 

were held in London, and Special Examinations for Colonial candidates were held in Toronto 

and Melbourne, when four Candidates were examined and two passed. ‘The results are shown 
in the following tabulated form : 


l Paesed Relegated 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 150 124 326 221 105 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIOD 09 4) 300 141 159 
FINAL AND SpectaL ExaMINnatio> 202 202 111 91 


The total number of candidates was 961. The number of Probationers now stands at 2,707, 
and of Students at 879. The Council again have occasion to regret that so large a number 
of Students remain on the list without proceeding to the Final Examination. 

The Ashpitel Prize was awarded to James Theodore Halliday [4.], who passed the Final 
Examination in November 1906. 

The Special Examination for Colonial candidates will be held this year in Johannesburg, 
Sydney, and Toronto. 

The Council desire to thank the Board of Examiners for the continuance of their invalu- 
able sery ices, 

The Statutory Examinations, qualifying for Candidature as District Surveyor in London, 
and for Candidature as Building Surveyor under Local Authorities, were held in London in 
October, when eighteen candidates presented themselves. Certificates of competency to act as 
District Surveyors in London have been granted to Horace William Cubitt [4.], William 
Robert Davidge [A.|, Percie Ton Elton, Herbert Kenchington, Gilbert Henry Lovegrove, 
William Herbert Rogers, Herbert Shepherd [.1.], William George Shipwright, and Collings 
Beatson Young; and a Certificate of Competency to act as Building Surveyor under Local 
Authorities, to Harry Prince Healy. 

The Deed of Award of the various Prizes and Studentships was presented to 
echo. the Institute at the General Meeting on the 21st January. At the distribution 
of Prizes on the 4th February Mr. A. W. 8. Cross {/’.] read a criticism of the 
work submitted, and the President delivered his Address to Students. An exhibition of the 
drawings was held from the 22nd January to the 2nd February in the Gallery of the Alpine 
Club, and was visited by 1,387 persons. A selection from the Prize Drawings is now 
being sent the round of the Allied Societies. 
It having been considered that the Silver Medals awarded by the Institute for the 
peng Essay and the Measured Drawings were out of date, the reverse still bearing the 
title “Institute of British Architects,” the Council approached Mr. George 
Frampton, R.A. [H.A.), with a view to his making a new design. Mr. Frampton has 
generously responded by presenting the Institute with a charming design for the obverse, and 
has superintended the striking of the dies, the reverse now, according to his suggestion, 
bearing the Institute Seal. 
biti The portrait of Sir Aston Webb, R.A., by Mr. Solomon J. Solomon, R.A., was duly 
Presidents’ Presented to the Institute in the name of the subscribers by Sir William Emerson 
Portraits. at the General Meeting of the 17th December last. 








ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL 159 


Mr. Frank Dicksee, R.A., has kindly accepted the commission for the portrait of Mr. John 
Belcher, A.R.A. 

— The Council, at the request of the Mayor of Venice, have lent the International 
of Institute Exhibition of Fine Art at Venice Mr. J. Sargent’s portrait of the late Mr. Penrose 

a ee period of six months. 

Annual The Annual Dinner last year was replaced by the Farewell Banquet of the Seventh 
—- International Congress of Architects on Saturday, 21st July, the last evening of 
Functions. the Congress. ‘The Annual Dinner this year will be held at Edinburgh on Friday, 

Sth July. The Edinburgh Architectural Association are arranging the visit, details of which 
will shortly be in the hands of members. 

The then President, Mr. John Belcher, A.R.A., gave the second of his “ At Homes ”’ on 
Monday, 23rd July, which was well attended by members of the Institute and by the foreign 
members of the Congress. Drawings selected from the Congress Exhibition at the Grafton 
Galleries were exhibited on the walls. 

The President, Mr. T. E. Collcutt, gave the first of his ‘‘ At Homes ” on Monday, 25th Feb- 
ruary, the Exhibition being one of measured drawings of Constantinople Churches by 
Mr. Ramsay Traquair, and of Original Drawings by Smythson, kindly lent by Colonel 
W. L. Coke. 

iis The Council have had correspondence with the First Commissioner of Works with 
Government regard to the completion of the towers, shown in the late J. M. Brydon’s design, 
Buildings. i the new Government buildings facing Great George Street, with the result that 
the First Commissioner has acceded to the views of the Council, and given instructions that 
the single tower of the building now in course of construction shall be continued and com- 
pleted on the lines laid down by Mr. Brydon. The First Commissioner, in the course of a 
reply to a question in the House, read the letter he had addressed to the Institute. 

Kiddie The instructions to competitors having now been issued, the Council can do no 
County Hall. more than note briefly the following facts :— 

The London County Council drew up the Conditions on the lines indicated in the original 
suggestions of the Institute Council referred to in the last Annual Reyort, but several 
important modifications were made, and the details embodied in the Conditions which were 
finally issued were not submitted to the Institute Council. 

In these original suggestions the Institute Council did not contemplate the international 
character of the competition, but, acting on the advice of the Competitions Committee, refrained 
from making any representations on the subject when the intention of the London County 
Council became known. 

The Institute Council were not consulted in any way as to the selection of the eight 
architects invited to take part in the final stage of the competition. 

At the suggestion of the Institute the London County Council has extended the whole 
time required for the preparation of drawings to nine months, of which six are to be devoted 
to the preliminary stage. 

The Institute Council have also addressed a communication to the London County 

Council protesting against the appointment of their official architect in the dual capacity of 
Assessor in the Competition and joint architect to the building. 
It is to be regretted that the repeated submission to the London County Council 
of the views of the Institute Council referred to in the last Annual Report resulted 
in a final communication from the London County Council declining to reconsider 
their decision as to the line of frontage on the north side of the Strand between the Churches 
of St. Mary-le-Strand and St. Clement Danes. 


Strand 
Improvement. 
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pistrise On the 22nd April a Deputation from the Institute Council laid before the 
Surveyors. Building Act Committee of the London County Council their views as to the 
status of District Surveyors, urgin return to the practice of appointing practising architects 
of established reputation. 

Workmen's Lhe Council have taken counsel’s opinion as to the operation of the Act as between 
Compensation (1) architects and clerks of works, (2) architects and assistants, (3) architects and 

oe pupils, (4) building owners and architects. The opinion will be published in 


the Journat. 
‘nisin The Ulster Society of Architects, having severed its alliance with the Royal Insti- 
Society of tute of the Architects of Ireland, applied for alliance with the Institute. In view, 


Arenitects. However, of the protests raised by the Irish Institute, the Council deemed it 
advisable to defer consideration of the application until such time as the Irish Institute and 
the Ulster Society might come to an amicable understanding. ; 

Since the issue of the last Annual Report the awards in this international com- 


The Palace 6 : an ae” ow eye » 
of Peace petition have been made. Mr. T. E. Colleutt, the British Member of the Jury, 


at The Hague. yea] a confidential report to the Council criticising the awards. The Council had 
before them an invitation from a Dutel 
but declined. 

The August number of the Journnan having been devoted to a full account of the 
Rowand Congress, the Council think it unnecessary to do more than record the fact 


Congress of that it was successfully held during the week from the 16th to the 21st July. It 
Architects. ; 


Committee to co-operate in a movement of protest, 


was attended by foreign members from every country in Europe and from 

America and Japan, and the Council have been much gratified by the courteous expressions of 
appreciation they have received from all quarters at home and abroad. 

The Council have pleasure in reporting that the Congress was financially successful, and 


that the Executive Committee have a balance of nearly £600 in hand for the printing, &c., of 
the Compte Rendu, or Volume of Transactions of the Congress. This will be issued shortly 
to members of the Cong 

The thanks of the Council are due to the Executive Committee, headed by Mr. John 
Belcher, A.R.A.—who carried through the onerous duties of President with his usual personal 


charm and a dignity worthy of his high oftice—the Exhibition Committee, the Ladies’ Com- 
mittee, the Institute Staff, and the many enthusiastic helpers whose invaluable services were 


enlisted before and during the Congress 


The Eighth International Congress will take place in Vienna in May 1908. Members 
will receive due notice of this, and the Council venture to hope that it will be largely attended 
by British representatives, 

In commemoration of the Congress the Société Centrale des Architectes Francais and the 
Socicte des Architectes Diplomés par le Gouvernement Francais each presented the Institute 
with a specially designed medal 

Also in commemoration of the Congress the Institute have added to the list of the Hon. 
Corresponding Members one or more of the distinguished representatives of each country who 


visited London. 
The Council entrusted to a Special Committee the consideration of the Resolutions 


1 
] 
i 


Revision. with regard io the question of Registration passed at the General Meeting on the 
3rd April 1906. The Committee held many meetings during the Session, and finally reported 
to the Council. The Council's Report came before the General Body on the evening of the 
3rd March, when with an amendment the Report was adopted, and the Council were authorised 
to prepare a revised Charter and a Bill to Parliament for submission to the General Body. The 
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Council have entrusted the task to the same Special Committee, who are now in the midst 
of their labours. 
Appoint- Since the issue of the last Annual Report the Council have made the following 
ments. appointments : 


The Institute Representative at the Fiftieth Anniversary of 
the foundation of the American Institute of Architects | 
The Institute Representative on the Court of the University } 


ir Aston Webb, R.A. 


Sir Aston Webb, R.A. 


of Sheftield (reappointment) ; it 

Honorary Secretary of the Institute for South Afric o.. . Mr. A. H. Reid. 

The Institute Representative on the Cle saa Cottage Exhi- ) The President of the Man- 
bition 7 chester Society. 


The Institute lhaneialinnnt the oval Sanitary Institute } Mr. E. T. Hall and Mr. 
Conference to be held this year in Dublin W. D. Caroe. 


The Institute Representatives at the Annual Congress of ) The Presidents of the Man- 
the Royal Institute of Public Health to be held this > chester and Liverpool 
year in the Isle of Man ; . 7 Societies. 


The Institute Representative on the Registration ¢ ommittee 
of the Plumbers’ Company (reappointment) . : 

The Institute Representative on the Sanitary Inspectors’ ) 
Examination Board (reappointment) . , 4 

The Institute Representative on the Joint Committee for | 
obtaining a reduced postal rate for the journals of - Mr. Alexander Graham. 
Learned Societies ; - 


Mr. H. D. Searles- Wood. 


Mr. T. W. Cutler. 


Since the issue of the last Annual Report the Council have made the following 
grants :— 


Grants, 


British School at Athens, £30. 10s. 

British School at Rome, £21. 

Grant to International Congress, £250. 

Royal Architectural Museum, £21. 

Second International Congress on School Hygiene, £10. 10s. 
Architectural Association, £100. 


The following Resolutions of the Royal Institute were carried at the General 


Competitions. 
Meeting of the 7th January 


1. Resotvep, That in view of the fact that limited competitions for public buildings 
erected with public moneys are a great injustice to the young and unknown 
members of the profession struggling for recognition, and also not in the best 
interests of the promoters, this Institute declares that such competitions should 
not be limited, and should take such steps as may be deemed advisable to discourage 
public bodies from instituting such competitions. 

2. Resotvep, That this Institute exert its influence in obtaining the abolition of the 
growing custom of penalising non-competing architects by retaining their deposit. 

Resotvep, That this Meeting considers that the Assessor in a competition should 
refrain from any expression of doubt as to the relative merits of the designs placed 
in his award, such expression of doubt being calculated to weaken the effect of his 
award and to lead the promoters to override it, to the great detriment of the object 
aimed at——viz., the adoption of the best design. 
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The following have been the President’s appointments to Assessorships during the official 


year :— 


Far Headingley Church Enlargement ; : . Myr. H. C. Corlette. 
Gorton Elementary Schoo : : . Mr. Charles Hadfield. 
Newark , Elementary School ; . Mr. A. N. Bromley. 
North Wales University Colle ; ‘ . Sir Aston Webb, R.A. 
Plymouth Pree L brary. : - . Mr. Henry T. Hare. 
Salford Royal Hospi : ; . Mr. Keith D. Young. 
South Shield ; Union ; ; ‘ . Mr, T. W. Cutler. 
Stone. , Ho u ; : : . Mr. W. A. Pite. 
Sunderl: ind Br 1 Library . . , ; . Mr. J. T. Cackett. 
Sunderland Children’s Ho ‘ . Mr. G. Lister Newcombe. 
Westminster C hool . . Mr. J. 8. Gibson. 
Wimbledon Se he brs ; . Mr. John W. Simpson. 


Copies of the “ Regulations ” have been sent to promoters of the following competitions, 
together with letters requesting that a copy of the Conditions should be sent for: the Institute 
Library. In cases where the Conditions have been unsatisfactory, letters urging modifications 


have been sent to the promoters. 


Aberdeen: Masonic H Leiston and Stowmarket: Schools. 
Ambleside : School. Leven: Co-operative Buildings. 
Ashton in-Make rfield: Public Batl London: County Hall. 

Barnsley: High School. Neweastle-on-Tyne: Model Cottages. 
Bath: Rebuilding Street. Newton-in-Makerfield : Carnegie Library. 
Bishopwe armouth : : Church Plymouth: Library. 

Cardiff: Children’s Hospital Riddie : Laying-out Estate. 
Dartmouth: Hall. Salford: Baths. 

Durham: Secondary School. Sheftield ; Model Cottages. 
Edinburgh : National Exhibitio Sheffield: Union Office alterations. 
Failsworth : Public Library Slough: Elementary School. 
Galway: Fever Hospital. South Shields : Cottage Homes. 
Gaywood: School. Sunderland: Branch Libraries. 
Glossop: Nursing and Convalescent Home Sunderland: Children’s Hospital. 
Goole: Secondary Schools. Wallasey : Schools. 

Grimsby: Congregational School Wemyss : Elementary Schools. 
Hull: Silcoates School Westminster: City School. 
Lamorbey ; Church. Wolverhampton: Nurses’ Home. 


Sessional nce the issue of the last Annual Report the following sessional papers have been 
Papers. read before che Institute 
21st May, 1906: “Some Observations on the Report of the Royal Commission on London 
Traftic : with special reference to the proposed formation of New Thoroughfares,” by Mr. 
Paul Waterhouse, M.A. | FP’. }. 
19th Noy.: “ The Cresus (sixth century p.c.) Temple of Artemis at Ephesus,’ by Mr. 
A. E. Henderson, R.B.A 
17th Dec.: “The Strength and Composition of Mortar,” by Mr. W. J. Dibdin, F.1.C., 
F.C.S. 
21st Jan. sp : “Marbles: Their Ancient and Modern Application,” by Sir L. Alma-Tadema, 
O.M., R.A. [H.F.|, and Mr. Wm. Brindley. 
18th Feb. : ‘ eed Church Building,” by Sir Charles A. Nicholson, Bart. {/.], and Mr. 
Hubert C. Corlette | F’. |. 
18th March: “ Public Libraries,” by Mr. Henry T. Hare [/’.] and Mr. J. Duff Brown. 
8th April: “ Hotel Planning,” by Mr. Stanley Hamp [4.]. 
22nd April: “ Gallery Building,” by Mr. A. W. Weissman. 
The Council desire to express their cordial thanks to the readers of the above papers. 
Board of ='T'he Board of Architectural Education report as follows :- 
Architectural “ ; ° re . 
Education. Since their last report the Board, in response to a request from the Victoria 
University, Manchester, have appointed Visitors to report on the work of the 


students at the School of Architecture. 
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The University of Liverpool, after conferring with representatives of the Board, have 
arranged to confer a Degree in Architecture, to be entitled “‘ B.Arch.” 

The Board also call attention to the fact that the University of London has instituted a 
B.A. Degree in Architecture. 

A Syndicate for the consideration of a School in Architecture and a Diploma was 
appointed by the University of Cambridge, and invited the Council of the R.I.B.A. to nominate 
delegates. Sir Aston Webb, Messrs. Reginald Blomfield, Cross, and Slater were nominated, 
and attended a meeting of the Syndicate at Cambridge, where they expressed their views 
us to the proposals submitted. 

In view of the discrepancy that appears between the K.I.B.A. examination papers and 
the syllabus of the Board, the Board have requested the Council of the R.I.B.A. to appoint a 
Joint Committee of the Board of Architectural Education and the Board of Examiners to 
consider their relations and the nature of the examination papers. 

During the past year the Visitors appointed by the Board have attended periodically the 
Architectural Association Day Schools ; the Architectural Association Continuation Schools ; 
the Architectural Schools of Liverpool University ; University College, London; King’s Col- 
lege, London; and Victoria University, Manchester ; and have reported to the Board making 
suggestions with regard to the work, which have been duly forwarded to the authorities. 

A Sub-Committee of the Board has been appointed with a view to obtaining diagrams 
of standard examples of doors, windows, domes, vaults, &c., for use in the various schools. 
A form of certificate has been approved by the Board, and is now granted to students. 

The Council have the pleasure to report the continued financial prosperity of the 

Finance Tnstitute, and to point to the balance of £1,435. 16s. 9d. of income over expendi- 
ture, which is gratifying in view of the extraordinary expenditure of £631 in connection with 
the International Congress. It is due in great measure to the increase in membership. 

The sum of £3,000 has been invested this year, thus bringing up the invested capital of 
ihe Institute to £21,000. 

The statement of Income and Expenditure and the Balance Sheet for the year ending 
dist December 1906 and the estimate of Income and Expenditure for the current year are 
appended to this Report. 


REPORT OF THE ART STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Since the issue of the last Report the Art Committee have held four meetings. 

Mr. John W. Simpson was elected Chairman, and Messrs. W. D. Carde and J. S. Gibson 
re-elected Hon. Secretaries. After rendering efficient services for several sessions, Mr. Carve 
regretted being unable to continue his work, and resigned his position as Hon. Secretary. 
Mr. W. A. Forsyth was elected to fill the vacancy. 

The following matters are some of the more important of those which have been under 
consideration by the Committee :— 

New County Hall for the London County Council ; 
Avenue Theatre and Charing Cross Station ; 
Government New Offices, Whitehall ; 

Navy League Proposals re Trafalgar Square ; 
Restoration of Selby Abbey ; 

Restoration of Holyrood Chapel. 











464 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS [tl May 1907 


The Committee again considered the proposal of the London County Council to erect 
a new County Hall, and, upon hearing that a competition for designs was to be held, resolved 
to draw the attention of that Council to the necessity of considering the site of the new 
building in relation to its approaches from all sides, and particularly to the street on the east 
boundary. Reference was also made to the desirability of arranging for an effective con- 
tinuation of the proposed embankment, and that the width of such embankment should be of 
a generous nature in relation to the height of the proposed building. The object thus in 
view was to induce the London County Council to embody conditions relative to the foregoing 
suggestions in the instructions to competitors. 

The conference between Sir Benjamin Baker and Mr. Tempest, Engineer to the South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway, and the Art Committee had the satisfactory result of modifying 
the official proposals with regard to the treatment of the wind screen of Charing Cross Station. 
The work was brought into harmony with those recommendations, and the effect may be 
regarded as a distinct improvement on the original proposal. 

The architects of the Avenue Theatre were approached upon the matter of the crude 
brick erection put up since the rebuilding of the theatre, which interfered with the view of 
the adjoining station roof. It was suggested that a simple architectural treatment should be 
given to the work, which is very conspicuous. The owner and architect have promised 
favourable consideration of the Committee’s suggestion. 

The design of the detail on the square towers at the Government Offices in Whitehall 
was dealt with from the point of view that it appeared inconsistent with the work characteristic 
of the late J. M. Brydon. Sir Henry Tanner kindly informed the Committee that the executed 
work was carried out with the sanction of the Advisory Committee. He further added that 
the small scale, the half-inch, and the perspective drawings all differ from one another. 

Certain published intentions of the Navy League to remove some statues and other 
permanent features and to erect buildings in Trafalgar Square aroused the interest of the 
Committee and were dealt with. A reply from H.M.’s Office of Works was received stating 
that no designs had yet been submitted to the First Commissioner. 

The Committee shared in the general feeling of regret at the deplorable destruction of 
Selby Abbey. Various proposals for restoration gathered from public and private sources were 
brought to their attention. The matter received careful consideration, and the architect of 
the work was communicated with. The Committee hoped that the suggestions for the resto- 
ration of ancient buildings (issued by the Institute) might be closely adhered to; that, as far 
as possible, rebuilding would only be resorted to when all other means of preserving what 
remained had been found to be impossible, and that in any new works which were essential 


mere copying of any ancient carying or other features should be avoided. The Committee 
were conscious of the difticulties attending the replacing of the wood vaulted roof which was 
destroved, and ventured to hope that the architect would agree that any attempt to erect 
a modern wood groined ceiling in imitation of the old was to be deprecated. The matter 


heing of great public importance, the Committee felt it their duty to support the architect, 
Mr. J. Oldrid Scott, in his endeavours to attain the ends suggested. Mr. Scott was good 
enough to forward a copy of his report upon the proposed works at the Abbey, which was of 
a generally satisfactory nature, and the Committee thanked him for his courtesy. 

The proposal to restore and rebuild Holyrood Chapel was condemned, and the Committee 
resolyed to ask the Institute Council to write to H.M.’s Office -of Works in Scotland to 
protest against any such undertaking, as the Committee considered the building too important 
as an historical monument to be interfered with. It is gratifying to know that the proposed 


restoration has been abandoned. 
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The Committee now have under consideration a scheme dealing with prospective public 
improvements in London with a view to assisting the promoters of such work with suggestions 
which will aid in obtaining a continuity of artistic development throughout London. 


REPORT OF THE LITERATURE STANDING COMMITTER. 


Eight meetings have been held since the last Annual Report. 

The following ofticers were elected at the commencement of the Session :—Mr. R. Pheni 
Spiers, Chairman ; Mr. Paul Waterhouse, Vice-Chairman; Mr. Arthur Maryon Watson and 
Mr. Harrison Townsend, Hon. Secretaries. 

Mr. Leslie Waterhouse, who had acted as Senior Honorary Secretary since 1901, having 
found it necessary to retire in consequence of other demands upon his time, was cordially 
thanked for his services. 

The Committee have to express their regret at the great loss they have sustained by the 
death in January of Colonel Prendergast, one of their oldest members, and in February of 
Mr. A. Maryon Watson, whose efficiency, earnestness, and zeal had, since his appointment as 
llon. Secretary in 1903, been invaluable. 

The Sub-Committee appointed to revise the Lists of Books recommended to Students and 
Probationers in the R.J.B.A. Nalendar, with a view to making suggestions thereon to the 
Board of Examiners, completed their work early in the Session. The lists having been further 
revised in Committee, they were submitted to the Council. 

The Committee desire to acknowledge their indebtedness to the authors of the various 
reviews and articles which have appeared in the Journa, and to the Publishers who have 
contributed works to the Library during the year. 


The Librarian reports to the Committee as follows : 


During the twelve months ending on the 81st March of the present year 276 volumes and 48 
pamphlets have been added to the Library of the Royal Institute, exclusive of periodicals, reports, and 
l'ransactions of Societies, and parts of works issued in serial form. 

The number of works presented to the Reference Library was 119 volumes and 45 pamphlets. 

The works purchased comprise 152 volumes, out of which 63 volumes were added to the Loan 
Library. 

The attendance of readers in the Reference Library numbered 4,909. 

The attendance was affected in July by the Library being required for the work of the Internationa 
Congress. 

The number of works issued on loan was 3,545. 

The number of books issued through the post was 225 (last year 121). 

The number of tickets issued for admission to the Library, other than to members of the Institute 
or to Students and Probationers, was 79. 

Donations of books or pamphlets have been received from Mr. T. M. Rickman, Mr. Benjamin Ingelow, 
Monsieur R. Cloquet, Mr. R. Phené Spiers, Mr. C. Fitzroy Doll, Mr. J.D. Crace, Mr. F. G. Hilton Price, 
Monsieur C. Nizet, Mr. John Bilson, Mr. Robert Williams, Sir J. Wolfe Barry, Herr F. Meldahl, 
Mr. T. Mellard Reade, Mr. John Hebb, Monsieur G. Harmand, Herr Otto Wagner, Dr. I. J. Allen, 
Mr. C. R. Baker King, and Mr. A. Koch. 

The Government of Hungary presented, through the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, a hand- 

nme monograph published on the completion of the Hungarian Parliament Buildings. 

The original drawings for Wood and Dawkin’s Palmyra have been acquired. 

Lanciani’s maps of Rome, Forma Urbis Rome, have also been added to the Library. 
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The delecates of the Italian Government at the Seventh International Congress of Architects 
(Commendatore Alfredo D’ Andrade and Signor M. E. Cannizzaro) presented, on behalf of their Govern- 
ment, 24 volumes dealing with the care of ancient monuments and other subjects of interest to architects. 


Amonest the books presented or acquired during the year the following may be mentioned: 


Furtwiineler’s -2gina; Schultz’s Dantzig und Seine Bauwerke; Kortz’s Wien am Anfang des XX 
Jahrhunderts ; Beeswillwald’s Timaga Caenat’s Les Monuments Historiques de la Tunisie ; Hollar’s 
/ ’ 
Castella et Pretoria Nol ru Bral tie: Serlio’s D’ Architettura (Venice, 1566) ; Errard and 
Gayet’s L’Art Byzantin; King’s Cathedrall and Conventuall Churches of England and Wales ; Triggs’s 
Art of Garden Desig ru Italy: Gonse’s La Seulpture Francaise de puis le XIV’ Siécle; Perrault’s 
Architecture (1708 ; Vasi’s Vedut Roma : Love lyn’s Parall > Serilli’s Santa Maria del Iiore 
Metropolitana Fiorentina; D’Espouy’s Fragments d’Architecture Antique (vol. ii.) ; Lethaby’s West- 


minster Abbey; &e. 
LIBRARY STATISTICS 1906-7. 


EVENING ATTENDANCES, 
Books 
Da _ . issued on 
Members. Non-members, Total. Loan 
LOO. 
April : ; 7 175 272 52 134 186 266 
May . : 7 240 337 96 171 267 38 
June. ; 109 145 254 18 96 144 228 
July. : ‘ {7 70 117 14 27 41 150 
August. . Ref ( ( sed Reference Library closed. 51 
September : iF 130 226 54 57 91 264 
Octobe - : 11] 214 325 96 153 249 143 
November. 111 182 293 14 130 174 337 
December Ny 133 229 25 75 100 264 
L907. 
January 135 203 IS 67 109 176 100 
February ' ; 161 19] 552 AY 141 200 391 
Mareh . ; * = 140 190 j48 ab 134 190 398 
Tora! . 120%) LS82 3001 51 1227 1818 Bd45 








REPORT OF THE PRACTICE STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Nine monthly meetings have been held since the date of the last Annual Report, and two 
special meetings in addition, all of which were well attended. The following officers were 
elected at the commencement of the Session :—Mr. Ernest Flint, Chairman ; Mr. W. H. Atkin 
Berry, Vice-Chairman; Messrs. Edw. Greenop and W. Chas. Waymouth, Hon. Secretaries. 

Revision of the Institute Scale of Charges.—This matter, which was under consideration 
at the date of the Report of last Session, was further proceeded with, and the revision of the 
Scale completed and sent up to the Council, before whom it now lies. 

Institute Form of Contract.—A considerable portion of the time of the Committee has 
heen occupied with the consideration of the present Form of Building Contract, issued from 
the Institute, in the lighi of the results of certain recent legal decisions, notably those of 
Robins vy. Goddard and Goddard vy. Ferguson. As the result of representations made by the 
Committee and a suggestion that the necessity for alteration of the terms of the Contract in 
the interests of all parties had been shown to exist by the findings in those cases, the Com- 
mittee were invited to draw up a report. This was done, and, upon the recommendation of 
the Committee, the Council have instructed them to prepare a statement in order to obtain 
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counsel’s opinion for its assistance in considering the Committee's Report. ‘The Committee 
are now, therefore, proceeding to prepare the statement. 

Lanning v. Davey & Salter.—This case was brought before the Committee and briefly 
discussed, but in view of the pending appeal the further consideration was postponed. 

Modification of Country By-laws.—At the request of the Council the Committee nomi- 
nated three members to sit on a Joint Committee of the Art, Science, and Practice Committees 
to consider the modifications of the By-laws as proposed in * A Bill to Amend the Public 
Health Acts,’ now in the House of Commons, and ‘‘ The Public Health Amendment Bill,” now 
in the House of Lords. 

London Building Act, 1894.—The Council referred to the Committee an invitation from 
the London County Council to the Institute to confer with them upon a suggested revision of 
Schedule 1 of the Act. The Committee are now awaiting fuller information from the London 
County Council. 

Various communications from members of the Institute and others, also from public and 
professional bodies, were referred by the Council to the Committee, in most cases asking for 
advice. Amongst them the following may be mentioned : 

(1) The meaning of “ cash discount ” in the Institute Form of Contract. 

(2) The powers of a Local Government Board District Auditor to compel the attendance 

of an architect and the production by him of accounts and vouchers. 

(3) The employment of engineering and other experts by architects. 

(4) The definition of the duties of a clerk of works when employed by public bodies. 


REPORT OF THE SCIENCE STANDING COMMITTEE. 


The Science Committee have held seven meetings, with an average attendance of twelve 
members, since the last Report was published. 

Mr. Lewis Solomon was appointed Chairman, Mr. Max Clarke Vice-Chairman, and Mr. 
Hf. D. Searles-Wood and Mr. Matt. Garbutt Hon. Secretaries. 

The Committee have been represented on the Standard Committee for Portland Cement 
hy Mr. Lewis Solomon, and the Committee dealing with cast-iron pipes by Mr. Reade. The 
variations proposed in the Portland cement specification are still under consideration ; the 
standard specification for cast-iron pipes has been published. 

A Committee has been appointed to draw up a Report on the Composition of Mortar, and 
it programme of tests has been prepared. 

A Committee has been appointed to consider the Amendment of the Building By-laws in 
force in this country. 

A Committee has been appointed to draw up a Report on Modern Methods of dealing with 
the Sewage of Houses where no sewers are available. 


FINANCES. 


The accounts of Ordinary and Trust Funds for 1906, prepared by Messrs. Saffery, Sons, 
& Co., Chartered Accountants, and audited by Messrs. Sydney Perks { /’.| and W. Arthur Webb 
A.}, the Hon. Auditors appointed at the Annual General Meeting of 1906, here follow : 
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Income and Expenditure Account of Ordinary Funds for the Year ended 31st December 1906. 


Dr. Exclusiv f Ent I , Final Examination Fees, and Subscriptions in advance. 
EXPENDITURE. INCOME. 


To ORDINARY EXPEND RE £8 f § . By ORDINARY INCOME— 












Rent . acaalaieda ) Subscripti y 
Gas and Electric Lighting 7 ) ae” eee 3187 
CHE nn Hon Sccuccarckcdecdiniasiecdictenvtscesuscsenes OM De I SER cre ien cs wenvensscevcvcenincsuevseras 67 
7 4 Associates at £2. 2s............. 2297 
Sniasian ' Ditto, on Ac 0 
renera ting, Statio s Ditto, Ar Rntasede, atone 143 
Petty 1 t 1] ( ed 14 
Get ‘ g « ) 7 Hon EMR Mode Die. sccanvccevecensons i7 
House Ditto s s 
Adver 
Exa x pense ; 7 Dividends on Stoeks and Shares — 





L 


General R rs a I a \r tectural Union Co. 




















ae Be oe 





Fire Insura ( Ricans ide ned abbesabaceacnsaiaeiale 65 
Me Nn r I ast n Gk ment Stock 63 
Grant tol ry D on of Canada Stock ,,............ a4 
( ’ ] nts t Queensland Government Stock a “ib 
Gra Artists’ B I 2 I lor 1 North Western Railway Stock 33 
Grant t \r \ 5 st < 2 
air M ae nef it 
Ct o] S ( vay Stock 31 
P 7 R ( lway Stock .., Cana 
Grant to C ( Raa Soe se. iy: RO 
The Jo N LNGETEST ON VCPOSIT .,,...cccresccescccccseccccres 63 
N 1 KALENDAR— 

A rents , ... 1000 

4 r Postag 1¢ RUNS sccccauennbe , sanese 6 9 
it KA DA 2 Sale ther Publications 5 6 

Pr . — 529 

Po 1 Car 

8 ) Use 
Cor rte S 7 ( D veyors’ Association..,......... 25 
Mis AN EN R EN cicincvnspavceveversenecestien be 
i 1 — — 
Le Ex n Fees— 
I I iry 
| ] nit 
Ho os > l ED cpunavcovewente 
Balance of Inco I ) 
SAFFI Sons, & ( wa 

( ed A a ee 


Signnd) SYDNEY PERKS. 
Ene) LW. ARTHUR Wi 


¥v 
= 


Dr Balance Sheet of Ordinary Funds, 31st December 1906. 



























5796 


W794 


£9869 


17 


4 


i) 


LIABII IES. ASSETS, £ se d. £ 
cae, By ( it Bank sis reneeeees v4 
To Su y ( | 2 228 l D Bank 2900 
i 0 A te Union Co,, 265 Shares . 3643 1 0 
To Sub " vi y 0 Consols 24 per Ce £3962 Tz. ...<. .. 2995 14 O 
lo Building Fun 519 4 Tasmanian Government 34 Cent. 
"o Charitable Fund ) j Stock £1896. 8s. 9d. fete Re 2050 0 0 
To Travellit nd . i D n Canada 3 per Cent, Re 
Yo A lated I ] tered Stock £1200 ae a ae , eet 9 
Surplus of t Q nsland Government 3 per Cent, Stock 
as per last Balu S t £1643. 9s. 1d, oy 1550 O OU 
Add Entrance I n 190 Lor North Western Railway 4 per 
Arrears for 1 2 ( lated PreferenceStock £871 1049 5 8 
! 31. 18s, 3118 O 
L Art for 1905, since 1 : M iy 44 per Cent, Stock £1050 1385 4 0 
L« wcelled £27 ( rn Railway 4 per Cent. Co - 
I 1 | tual Preference Stock £ 999 12 0 
enw oe Gr ( Railway 5 per Cent, Con- 
- . lidated Preference Stock £747 3 1199 16 10 
Cape of Good Hope 3} per Cent. Stock 
t 7: | Seen idee soon oe € 
id Ba ver Exper By Building Fund— 
BIO csixsatevis Scanuestenevev outs ) Indian svernment 34 per Cent. 
8 141 tock £1069, 11s, 2d. z 1155 19 4 
—. - 18760 
By Debtors (Rents, Advertisements, &c.) 197 
By Subscriptions in Arrear 1905 ,,, 7214 O 
Dit*o 1906 241 2 0 
—_ — 313 


SAFFERY, Sons, & Ce £22245 16 7 
( irtered Account g 
—— 
. . . ’ : 3, (SYDNEY PERKs. 
Examine v rs and found to be correct. 22d March 1907. (Signed ) 


(W. ARTHUR WEBB, 
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Revenue Account of Trust Funds for the Year ended 31st December 1906. 
Dr. Cr. 
ASHPITEL PRIZE FUND: e ff, £ ¢s 


To Cost of Ashpitel Prize [Mr. L. 1. Mar Ba ¥) iesase 10 0 UV By Balance from last Account a2 2 0 
Yo Balance carried forward l lends on 20 Shares, Architectural Union Co., at lis. 














DONALDSON TESTIMONIAL FUND: 







































lo Cost of Medals ., ; . . ; 215 0 Balance from | Account 8 3 
To Balance carried forward Fabien =e Ss Uli By Dividends on £72 L. & N.-W. Railway 4 per Cent. Cor 
solidated Preference Stock...... 212 8 
10 15 11 10 15 1 
a ny 
FODWIN BURSAKY 
To Grant to Mr. F. R. Hiorns (.4.) (balance), Sick 0 By Balance from last Account 58 13 
fo Grant to Mr. H. In Privy 1.) (first instalment) a0 0 0 By Dividends on £1030 Caledonian Railway 4 per Cent, 
lo Cost of Meda ° 2 : io Y Debenture Stock a Sea . 39 210 
To Balance carried forward au se eae BuO 
97 15 1 715 1 
a eae 
GRISSELL LEGACY : 
To ance from last account ne 618 1 By Dividends on £20, 0s, 8d. LB Aunuity Great Indian 
lo Cash paid Medallist (Mr. G. Nott] , : 10 10 OU Peninsula Railway ... a TCM. 13 1 ) 
lo Cost of Medals . . . 918 0 By Balance carried forward ,, seceeansezninides 13 14 8 
7 e 4 
. ee 
BRARY FUND: 
l'o Purchase of Books, Binding, &c. ; 121 1 By Balance fre ount ) : 
lo Printing and Stationery : : » Fs 4 B Ix m Mr.S Smirke [/ 5 8 4 
To Petty Expenses a 33 1 B , n 150 VU OU 
To Balance carried forward Reound ‘ ‘ 64 3 8 By 0 H. Ryan Te iis 
By . (Loan Library ) ; pianatiies 2 18 lO 
198 5 O 8 5 
. —_————— i oneenneienna 
OWEN JONES STUDENTSHIP -— 
lo Amouut paid to students, viz. :— £ sd. By Balance from 1] count rene ae 325 5 
W. Davidson sees a0 0 0 By Dividends on 28 Midland Rai Cent 
H. Morley . 50 0 0 “Debent Stock .. i 50 10 10 
G. PL Gascoyne so... cseece re 0 0 0 By Dividends on £1100 Great Western Railway 5 per Cent. 
—— 150 0 0 Consolidated Guaranteed Stock .............ceeeeeeeees 52 4 
lo Amount paid for Extra Prizes se 15 15 
lo Balance carried forward ,., A RRS 262 6 0 
428 1 0 2 1 
, Sel eee 
GIN MEMORIAL FUND :— 
lo Balance from last account sone . ae 20 12 11 By Dividends on £1070 L. & N.-W. Railway 4 per Cent. 
lo Amount paid to Student [Mr. Ek. Garratt 5 19 0 0 Cor ted Preference Stock % . 10015 4 
Po Cost Of Medd 2... seeeeesesees - a e. By B > carried forward + a a F 4 
62 2 5 , 2 5 
——— 
LEGACY Funp :— —— 
No ¢ paid Mr. R. Atkinson (balance) . zens 10 0 0 By last Account ' 
lo Cash paid Mr. Heaton Comyn 30 0 0 < an safc d Pad 
senon : by £1ils5u 24 r Cent. Consols 27 i 
Cash paid Mr. A. G. Horsnell  ,, 2 0 O - Bg ate! ‘ ts ’ ‘ 
» Cost of Medal ee : : 2 0 O : 
62 0 0 6 
ee 
—_— 
UR OAvTes LeGAcy : 
lo Amount paid Prizeman [Mr. 1, Hl. Markham . 12 00 : 
lo Be bnaee Aneel i forwar ate 60 7 1 By Bala Bae SOOT \ tes 
By Di ! 1 £1160 4 per cent, N.-E, Railway Prefere: 
SEINE aiiin Sakas cau cdah on aucliguebbeddessbh Unbuabhbsbncdeneenieeusedeeewan it 1 S 
102 7 1 | 
—— v2 7 
———— + 
ON SNELL BEQUEST: 
To Balance carried forward........... , so . e416 6 By unce from last Account 61 ‘ 
I dends on £698, 4s. New Zealand 34 per Cent. Stock Z3 4 t 
8416 ¢ 8416 ¢ 
———__— 
a 
VIMPERIS BEQUEST: 
To Balance carried forward........ seceee vee A316 8 By Balance from last Account .........06 112 1 
By Dividead on £1024, 18s. 8d. Metropolitan Water 1 
S per Cent Stock .........sesecsces pAb Med se ouspanetestpenebe ‘ 29 4 
13.16 3 3 1 
. ‘ — 
ERSON AND WEBB FUND :-— ——r 
neon paid for Board of Architectural Education By Bal oe from last Accomit 30 2 0 
tificates ( ‘ ; 
: ificate pase siuanenaienenebonanedaauiaebsan Coticasn ss 410 0 By Dividend on 43 Architectural Union Co, Ltd. Share 02 06 
lo Balauce carried forward SERENA Sh PEER saveninnd 55 14 0 
“ArrERY, Sons, & Co., 60 4 0 60 4 0 
Chartered Accountants. —_—— 
Examined with the vouchers and found to be correct. 22d March 1907 (Signed) { S¥ONEY Perks 
, . — : oe stan - (W. ARTHUR WEBB, 
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Dr. Balance Sheet of Trust Funds, 31st December 1906. Cr. 











pany, I £14 
Balance at credi K : ( 
To DONALDSON TESTI I — 
Capit £72 L.& N 
1 Pr ! s , 
Bala t of l ( 
Y 
( 
To GRISSELL LEGACY | 
Capita £20. 0s, 8 
Railwa 1] L 
To Li any FUND: ] 
Balance at cr t 
To OWEN JONES S NTS 
Capita M | } 
Cent. ture S 
£1100 ¢ \ 
Con l Ne 
B ‘ 
& 
( l 
! 
f 
SAFFEKY, SONS, & ( £ l £12819 7 1 
Chart A ( —— ee 
: SYDNEY PERKS. 
Examined wit ( e correct, 22u/ March 190%, (Signed) Wo Arrnurn Webs. 


The Council submit an Estimate of Income and Expenditure of Ordinary Funds for the 


year ending 31st December 1907, exclusive of Entrance and Final Examination Fees :— 


Estimat nN nditure for Year ending 31st December 1907. 


INCOME, S «ea ad. 











i\ Subscriptions and Arrears “a atccs So 2 6 
Stocks and Shares and Interest on Deposit 
1 » ; SSsbaewonedavseesbredenranedteeaetaseprasetents ‘0 0 OU 
itions (other than JoURNAL and KALENDAR) 430 U0 U 
« : i KALENDAR a .* 
Sa : . £8 & 6 
ivertisements , . l0www 0 0 
( — 1110 0 0 
, 4 R 93 0 UO 
( I nination Fees 
r Prizes U Statutory a ‘ eee : ~ 0 0 ”O 
Grant to Library ., = l 0 0 Prel na ; . ae pores Oe O 0 
Other Grants Intermediate 72 P 650 O 0 
JOURNAL 0 Special and Final (forfeited) “ae : 20 0 OU 
KALENDAI Bees 0 0 ———=e 1830 0 0 
ributions to Allied Societies v0 
ineou 
ter R ) ' 
ind Accountants’ ¢ " 
-ellaneous, it n 
Balance 0 
£10028 VU VU £10028 0 0 
—— 
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AUDITORS’ REPORT. 

We have carefully examined the accounts of Expenditure and Income for the year 1906, 
and have much pleasure in reporting that we consider the books of the Institute have been 
well and accurately kept. 

The estimated balance on the year’s working for 1906 was £1,200; the actual balance is 
now £1,435. 16s. 9d., largely owing to the increased number of members. Taking into con- 
sideration the Congress year and other incidental expenses, roughly amounting to about £670, 


it leaves us with a satisfactory surplus, which was on the 81st December £2,244. 16s. 7d., 
made up as follows :— 


L BS a 
Cash at Bank ... ee = tie - ; ee 74 0 5 
Ditto on deposit shia ier se 2.900 0 O 
2,974 0 5 
Less— L Ss. hs 
Sundry Creditors os - 228 6 10 
Examination Fees in abeyance 204.15 O 
Subscriptions in advance _... . Bee 2 0 





We may add that the balance of assets over liabilities is now £18,005. 14s. 10d., as 
against £15,699. 7s. 1d. on the 81st December 1905. 

We would again draw attention to the class of Hon. Associates, who now pay £2. 2s. on 
election and £2. 2s. a year subscription. We suggest that the entrance fee should be omitted 
and a nominal subscription of one guinea be charged to cover the necessary annual expenses. 

We regret to find a deficit balance in the case of the Grissell Legacy Fund, the Pugin 
Memorial, and the Tite Legacy Fund, and suggest the adjustment of these items before a 
material increase occurs. 

Up to the present no use appears to have been made of the fund at the disposal of the 
Saxon Snell and Wimperis Bequests. We also note a large balance, viz., £262, to the credit of 
the Owen Jones Studentship Fund. 

Sypney Perks [/’.] 


March 1907. W. Arruurn Weorp [A4. Hon. Auditors. 


DISCUSSION OF THE ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. 
Mr. Henry T. Hare, Vice-President, in the Chair. 


The adoption of the Report, having been formally moved would have to do, at least all he would have to do, would 


by the Cuarrman, was seconded by Mr. Jomn Starer [F’.). be to pay his subscription and leave the rest of the busi- 

Mr. Wm. Woopwarp [F’.], rising to speak to the motion, ness of the Institute and all its affairs to the Council. 
said it had been his custom for many years past to make Doubtless he should be met, as he had been met before, by 
some comment upon the Annual Report, and he was sorry — this observation: that if they had a Council they ought to 
to say that upon the present occasion he should not be so have thorough confidence in that Council, who should 
full of commendation with regard to the affairs of the practically be allowed to do what it liked. That, he ven 
Institute as he was last year. Particularly his dissatisfac tured to say, was not the procedure that should be adopted 
tion would be expressed because —using again the term in the Institute. The proper procedure, he thought, should 
he had used a few weeks ago in that room—of what he _ be that which was adopted in the Borough Councils of this 
would call the “ seeretiveness ” of the Council of the Insti- country. He himself was on the Borough Council of 
tute. They now learned for-the first time, and still only Hampstead ; he was a member of the Works Committee 
in a briefly outlined form, of the work that had been carried — and of the Valuation Committee of that Council. When 
on in the Institute during the year. He was of opinion the Works Committee, for instance, discussed a subject, 
that if the Council persisted in their determination to con they were bound, before taking any action at all, to bring 
duct the important affairs of the Institute without any that subject before the General Council for their commen 


consultation with the General Body, all they (the members) dation, for their eriticism, for their support, or for thei 
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rejection. He ventured to 
observations that evenin 
Council's procedure with 
proper course would hav 
matters to which he hou 
before transmitting its con 
bodies, to have brought 
either in the Journal 


generally, or else before a meeti 


o that members might have 
procedure proposed. Butt 
all they had had was the ba 
done, afte irremediable 
however, leave that question 
criticise the Report itself. he 
death, the losses of their elde 
brethren. Among the 

as it had been so f ely 
secretary, to the loss of Mr. M 
to the Gold Medal, he 
propo il to award the Med 
had been so thoroughl 
like to l 
the Council in 


lit I 





Royal Gold Medal ad 
the By-laws, but he could see 


Council in the selecti 
was glad to note that 
ship of 190. 
regard to the 
Council again have oce 
number of St idents remain 
the Final Examination. Tl 
which he made ust ye 








nations were not rathe 
examination for Stud 

young men entering the p 
he thought from the list q 
were rather too severe, and 
who had passed the Intermed 
terred from coming up t 


reference to their Past | 
venture to criticise painting, | 
more portrait l 
with the Council uw 
ing practising architects 
surveyorships. From his own 


tand a little 








veyors who were a 
he was quite of opinion that 
appointed to such an office, 


were taking steps in th 





instance of what he had 
22nd April a deputation 
laid before the Bu 
County Council their views 
surveyors. Taking the actu 
probably it was a little care 
views were laid before the Bu 
apart from that, here w ’ 
ought to have been apprised 
that was a subject on whic 
been consulted, or informed 

to wait upon the London ¢ 

the Palace of Peace referred to 
complained of paucity of info 
evidently made a confident 


course, they did not know the nat 


would cease to be contice 


Mr. Colleutt had read a contide 


criticising the awards, and 
them an invitation from a D 
in a movement of protest. But 
nature of the protest. With re 
glad to find that £3,000 had bee 


Iding Act ¢ 


0-operate 
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ise |} brought up the invested capital to ¢21,000. That was a most 

1 to th itisfactory condition of affairs, and it led one to antici 
that the pate that the day was not far distant when they should 
or thre be able to start a building of their own. Coming to the 
Coun report of the Art Standing Committee, he thought members 
( would agree that that report was not brimming over with 
bei information. In fact, if anyone could tind any real infor- 

be mation in that report, he should be very pleased to hear it. 

Bod He noted the Committee “ have under consideration a 
the scheme dealing with prospective public improvements in 
London with a view to assisting the promoters of such work 
bee with suggestions which will aid in obtaining a continuity of 

He artistic development throughout London.’ Nothing was 


j yn 
Id rict 
it clear 

whose 
tee D 


gain he 

tt had 
incl Ot 
ort, or it 
told that 


he Council 


id be tore 





aid as to who the promoters were; no indication was 
ven as to the nature of the suggestions which were to be 
offered to the promoters; and he thought certainly that 
ome idea of the “aid” which the Committee proposed to 
ive to the promoters should have been brought before the 
General B nly. He confessed he did not like so much “aid 4 


this Royal Institute to promoters of such work. The 
Literature Standing Committee simply told them of the 
very satisfactory condition of the Library; and he would 
pass on to the Report of the Practice Standing Committee. 


Here there was a reference to the revision of the Institute 
Seale of Charges, and that, it was stated, was now before 
the Council. He did hope that before anything definite 
\ done in the way of revision of the Scale of Charges 
the draft would be brought before the General Body. 

a reference, ain, to the Institute Form of Con 
= rhey were all in hope s that, after years of s juab 
bling between themselves and the Institute of Builders, 
they had arrivedat a settlement. That,apparently, was not 
PALS he reference, however, to his mind, conveyed 
nothing. The Practice Committee also had a reference to 
the case of Lanning v. Davey and Salter ; but it did not say 
what the case was; it gave no information whatever, except 





that there was such a case. Surely it would have been 
interesting for their 2,000 members to know what the cas¢ 
about, and why the Committee were considering it. 
Finally Practice Committee’s report said: * Various 
communications from members of the Institute and others, 
aiso from pub ic and prot ssional bodies, were re ferred by 
the Council to the Committee, in most cases asking for 
advice.’’ But not a single idea was given as to who the 
bodies are, or of what the nature of the advice asked was, 
or the nature of the advice given. Coming to the Report 
of the Science Standing Committee: the work of that 
Committee seemed to have been of an entirely negative 
character—with the exception that the standard specifica- 
tion for cast-iron pipes had been published! The whole 
of the Report was of a negative character with the excep- 
tion of that one paragraph. He should like to ask what 
was the use of publishing such a report. The auditors’ 
report was satisfactory, because it told them of the satis 
factory character of the finances of the Institute. He 
agreed with the suggestion of the auditors that the entrance 
fee of Honorary Associates should be omitted, and theii 

ibseription reduced to one guinea. He could have said 
a great deal more on this report, but he proposed to con- 
tine himself entirely now to the County Hall Competi- 
tion. Before coming to that, however, he should like to 
do what he had done on former occasions, and as to which 
he should have the full assent of all the members, present 
and absent, viz., to thank the officers of the Institute 
for their courtesy towards the members, and for the 
information which was always placed freely at the 
disposal of members. He could only hope that the con 
gratulations and compliments which had been paid to their 
Secretary in another divection would not lead him to for- 
sake that place in the Royal Institute which they so much 
liked to see him fill. These commendations he proposed to 
extend to Mr. Tayler and to Mr. Northover, and also to Mr. 
Direks, who was most energetic in affording all information 
connected with the Library. Coming to the County Hall 
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Competition, he asked their indulgence, because he wanted 
to illustrate clearly what he termed the * secretiveness”’ of 
the Institute Council, and, as this competition was certainly 
the most important during his lifetime, and probably the 
most important during the lives of many present, he thought 
that a little occupancy of their time, giving the history of 
the procedure of the Institute and of the London County 
Council, would not be absolutely wasted. He found that 
on the 26th July 1905—that is to say, almost before the 
echo of the voices of the members of the London County 
Council who determined to institute the competition had 
died away—the Council of the Institute had addressed a 
letter to the Clerk of the London County Council. He 
must compliment the writers of these communications on 
the epistolary excellence to which they had attained. He 
would give the Meeting the pith of it. He had the whole 
of the correspondence and papers with him, and if they 
doubted the accuracy of his précis, he should be pleased to 
produce the correspondence. In that letter, after alluding 
to the opportunity of “ fostering the arts and crafts of the 
day,” they offer the London County Council “ their assist- 
ance how best to attain these objeets’’; and having in- 
cidentally mentioned that they did the same thing for * His 
Majesty’s Government,” “*my Council hope that the same 
much appreciated privilege may be afforded them by the 
London County Council.’’ He did not intend, if he could 
help it, to use one word to rouse the ire of any member of 
the Institute; but with regard to the “ much appreciated 
privilege’? he would note the fact that the result of 
the much appreciated privilege was the employment of 
their late deeply regretted friends, Mr. Brydon and Mr. 
William Young, to carry out those magnificent buildings in 
Whitehall. That, he presumed, was “the much appre- 
ciated privilege’’ to which the Secretary referred in that 
letter. On the 22nd February 1906 the Clerk to the 
London County Council wrote to the Secretary a very 
polite letter on behalf of the Establishment Committee for 
the offer of assistance contained in the letter of 26th July 
1905. On the 6th of March 1906 the Secretary wrote to 
the Clerk to the London County Council thanking him for 
his letter of the 22nd February, and asking him to convey 
to the Establishment Committee their sincere apprecii- 
tion, &c. ; that the * Art Standing Committee ”’ had sent in 
* recommendations,’ and that a “special Committee of 
the Council ” would lay their suggestions before the Esta- 
blishment Committee. On the 5rd April 1906 Mr. Alexandei 
Graham and Mr. Locke wrote to the Clerk of the London 
County Council that they had given most careful con 
sideration to the letter of the 22nd February, and they go 
on: “Our Council consider that the only way of securing 
a really broadly treated and fine work such as the London 
County Council naturally desire is to obtain by some means 
or other a strongly individualised personality to deal with 
the problem under properly detined conditions.” That was 
the epistolary excellence to which he referred earlier. 
“The method most likely to achieve this result is to insti- 
tute a competition.” They support a * preliminary and 
tinal competition,’ and think, “ with the view to securing 
that some of the leading architects shall take part in th 
competition, six shall be invited to compete in the tinal 
stage,’’ and as they hope the suggestions will commend 
themselves to the London County Council they * venture 
to append the heads of a scheme for giving effect to the 
principle.’ He (the speaker) would remind members that 
they had never heard a word of all this until now. In the 
Council’s Annual Report for 1905-06 a paragraph (page 549, 
Journan, 12th May 1906) appeared, shortly stating that 
the Council had offered assistance to the London County 
Council, and that they had advised “a combined open and 
invited competition to be judged by a jury of Assessors.” 
The heads of course were not then published. He main- 
tained that the heads of that scheme should have been brought 
before the General Body, and should have been published 
in the Institute Journat. Members would then have had 


an opportunity of saying what they had to say. Why was 
not that communication published? The Art Standing 
Committee in the same report inserted a short paragraph 
tothe same effect. In his observations on the Annual Report 
last year [page 361, Journa, 12th May] he seemed to have 
had some misgiving as to this busimess, and had expressed 
the hope that the Institute would not nominate or suggest in 
any way whatever the names of members of the Institute to 
take part in a limited competition. He was then quite in 
ignorance of the suggestion made in the letter of 3rd April 
1906 as to the six leading architects. In the discussion on 
* Limited Competition for Public Buildings” [Jovurnnan 
R.LB.A. 16th June 1906) Mr. Edwin T. Hall observed: 
* To show that the Council were quite in sympathy with 
the spirit of this motion, when they were asked to advise 
the London County Council with regard to the competition 
for the New County Hall the Council unanimously voted 
for an open competition. That was done to give every 
young man a chance.” ‘ They also suggested,” Mr. Hall 
said, * that a few others should be invited.’’ He wondered 
Mr. Hall did not tell them, in making that communication, 
that it was six of the leading architects, as well as a few 
others ; but he did not tell them that. In the Jovurnan for 
28th July 1906—he wanted the Meeting to pay particular 
attention to that date—under the heading “The New 
London County Hall,” a paragraph appeared stating that 
the Establishment Committee of the London County 
Council, “ after giving careful consideration to the sugges- 
tions of the Royal Institute, and also to the report from 
the Architect of the Council, on the courses which could 
be followed, recommend that the Council should have a com- 
petition on the lines following ’’—which everyone now knew. 
finen the Committee recommend that there should be two 
Assessors for the preliminary stages of the competition and 
three for the tinal ; and that “ Mr. W. E. Riley, the Council’s 
architect, and Mr. Norman Shaw, R.A., should be nomi- 
nated to act in both stages, and that the competitors in the 
tinal stage should vote tor the third Assessor, who will act 
only in that stage.’ The paragraph went on to say that, 
* following the principle recognised by Government depart- 
ments in the buildings for the War Office, the Local 
Government Board, and the Admiralty, it is proposed to 
make it a condition that the successful competitor, if ap- 
pointed, shall collaborate with the Council's efticial archi- 
tect, who should have discretionary power in all matters 
relating to the internal economy and construction of the 


building.’ That was on the 28th July 1906. They must 
bear that date in mind. On 22nd November 1906 Myr. 
Locke wrote to the Clerk of the L.C.C.: “In view of the 


supreme importance,” &c., asking for “a copy of the plan of 
the site,’ ‘so that they may offer suggestions before the 
conditions of the competition are finally drawn up.” He 
(Mr. Woodward) wanted the Meeting to note that in that 
communication of 22nd November not a word was said 
about Mr. Riley. He would refer to that again directly. On 
5th December 1906 the Clerk of the L.C.C. wrote to the 
Secretary R.I.B.A. a very polite letter regretting that the 
Kistablishment Committee of the L.C.C. * are unable to 
take advantage of the offer, as the Committee have almost 
concluded their consideration of the conditions which will 
shortly be submitted to the Council for its approval.” The 
Clerk to the L.C.C. sends with theletter ** an extract from the 
Minutes of the Council showing the outlines of the compe- 
tition which was approved by the Council on 31st July 1906.” 
That was an instance of what might be called absolutely 
unnecessary interference with a public body. The question 
of the plan, the question of the surroundings of the site. 
and the position of the buildings upon the site were all 
matters for the competitors. There was no necessity what 
ever for the Institute Council to send in and ask for the 
plan in order that they might give their advice or assist 
ance in regard to it. In the Jovrnan for 22nd December 
LYUG6 (p. 123), under the heading * Chronicle,” there was a 
paragraph setting forth the fact that some recommendations 
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of the Establishment Committee of the L.C.C. had 
been made public; that, inter alia, there were to be two 
Assessors, Mr. Norman Shaw and Mr. Riley, and that the 
Establishment Committee recommend that eight archi- 
tects be invited to submit designs in the final competition 

viz., Messrs. John Belcher, William Flockhart, Ernest 
George, Henry T. Hare, T. G. Jackson, E. L. Lutyens, 
E. W. Mountford, and Nicholson & Corlette. The para- 
vraph goes on: “The successful architect would be 
assigned the work of carrying out the design in conjunction 
with the Council’s architect, the successful architect re 
ceiving nine-tenths of the usual commission of 5 per cent., 
and the Council’s architect receiving the remaining one 
tenth.” That was the communication brought before the 
Institute, and following the lines of which the Institute was 
thoroughly conversant in the previous correspondence. 
On 7th January 1907 (JournaL, 12th January 1907, p. 
152, et seq.) he (Mr. Woodward) directed the attention of the 
Institute to the fact that the eight selected architects were 
to send in their designs three months after the preliminary 
designs had been sent in, and that seven of the eight selected 
architects were members of the Institute. He did not 
suggest on the previous occasion when he had referred to 
this matter, and he was not going to suggest now, that 
any selection was made by the Institute, although refer- 
ence was made to it in a paragraph to which he should 
presently refer. He never made a suggestion that the 
object of the Council in meddling with public bodies was 
to introduce to those public bodies any member of the 
Council or of the Institute, but it was a fact that, what- 
ever the object of the Council was, six out of the eight 
selected finally by the London County Council were mem- 
bers of the Institute Council, seven of the eight were 
members of the Institute, and there was only one asked 
who was not a member of the Institute. Whatever the 
object was, the result was that the interference of the 
Council of the Institute with public bodies had resulted in 
the selection of members of the Council for the im- 


portant works in question. The heads of the com- 
petition scheme were appended to the letter of 3rd April 
1906, which letter was at the request of the President 


brought up and read at the meeting of 7th January 1907. 
Not until that meeting of 7th January 1907 had any of the 
two thousand members of the Institute any knowledge at all 
of the correspondence that he had just been referring to. 
It was only when the President asked the Secretary to 
read the letter suggesting that the Council should give the 
heads of the final competition that they heard anything 
about it. So far as he was concerned, had he known what 
had taken place at the Institute he should probably have 
made the observations which had occurred to him since, 
and they would probably have been observations which 
would have prevented the Council falling into the un- 
fortunate result which they had fallen into by their un- 
necessary meddling. The main features, then, of this 
R.I.B.A. scheme are as follows:—(1) A Preliminary and 
Final Competition. The Preliminary, open to “all archi- 
tects’’; the Final, to ten selected designs, and six of the 
leading architects to be invited by the L.C.C. The Pre- 
liminary sketches were to be drawn to a seale of * 32 feet 
to the inch, the Final to } inch to the foot.” Evidently 
very carefully thought-out detail this! (2) The “jury of 
Assessors’ to consist of (a) one to be appointed by the 
competitors in the Preliminary Competition. This one to 
be appointed by the Preliminary competitors themselves. 
(6) The Superintending Architect of the London County 
Council; (c) an architect appointed by the Presi- 
dent R.ILB.A. (3) “The architect whose design is 
selected as best by the Assessors in the Final Competi- 
tion shall be appointed as architect for the new build- 
ing, unless there shall be in the opinion of the Assessors 
any grave reason to the contrary.” On 12th January 
1907 the Secretary of the Institute wrote to the 
Clerk of the London County Council suggesting the 
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extension of time to nine months, of which six shall be 
devoted to the first competition. In the Journa. of 
26th January 1907 (p. 203) there was a note that the 
London County Council had adopted the’suggested addition 
of one month. In the Journat of 9th February 1907 
(p. 225) the Conditions of the new County Hall Competition, 
as passed by the London County Council at their meeting 
on 5th February, were published. In the Journa of 
23rd February 1907 (p. 291) the date was announced for 
the delivery of the designs for the first stage —both Foreign 
und English—as noon on 27th August 1907. In the 
JouRNAL of 9th March 1907 (p. 836, et seq.) he (Mr. Wood 
ward) directed attention to what he termed the, secretive- 
ness of the Council respecting its communications with 
the London County Council in regard to the new County 
Hall Competition. He did not know so much then as he 
knew now about that competition, and Mr. E. T. Hall, who 
was in the Chair, in defending the Council of the Institute 
said that in * this instance the London County Council had 
asked, not the Royal Institute, but the Council of the 
Royal Institute, to make suggestions.” Was that a 
correct statement after what he had just read? The 
words of Mr. Hall were that the L.C.C. had asked the 
Council to make suggestions. But, as he (Mr. Woodward) 
had already told the Meeting, it was in 1905, before the echo 
of the voices of the L.C.C. had died away, that that letter, 
full of that epistolary excellence to which he had already 
referred, was written. Further, Mr. Hall said this: ‘“ As 
a matter of fact, the gist of what was being done was 
published in the Journat, and was referred to at the last 
Annual Meeting. If Mr. Woodward had read his JournaL 
he would not have been ignorant of what was going on.” 
It was only when he (Mr. Woodward) got to the correspond- 
ence which he had had the pleasure of reading which 
passed between the Council of the Institute and the London 
County Council that he had any knowledge, not only of the 
gist, but any knowledge of the barest outline of what the 
Council had been doing. In a letter dated 26th March 
1907 the Secretary of the Institute wrote to the Clerk of 
the London County Council calling attention to the state- 
ment of the London County Council that “ the conditions 
of the competition have been approved by the Royal 
Institute of British Architects ” and that “ these conditions 
have never been submitted to their consideration.” The 
Secretary in this letter drew particular attention to 
Instructions 8 and 9. Instruction 8 (vide Jovnrnat, 
9th February 1907) provides that the official architect is to 
have “ discretionary power in all matters relating to internal 
economy, building construction, and stability,” while he 
is to have conjoint authority with the architect in super- 
intendence and in certifying for payments. The Council 
of the Royal Institute of British Architects feels ‘that it 
is against the public interest that any part of the respon- 
sibility of the selected architect for carrying out the whole 
building which he has designed should be withdrawn from 
him.’ He should make a brief reference to that now, but 
how the employment of Mr. Riley, with his intimate know- 
ledge of the reyuirements of the London County Council, 
could in any way be against the public interest he should 
ask the members of the Council, or the Chairman of that 
meeting, to define. Was it detrimental to the public 
interest that a man like Mr. Riley should be employed, and 
that the whole responsibility rather should be on the 
selected architect? The whole responsibility was not 
taken away from the selected architect. On the contrary, 
he had the assistance, and the very able assistance, he 
ventured to say, of a man who was thoroughly acquainted 
with the requirements of the L.C.C., and would save the 
selected architect an tnmense amount of trouble in the 
carrying-out of the work. Instruction 9 of the Conditions 
merely referred to the payment—viz., 5 per cent. on the 
total cost of the completed building, divisible between the 
two architects in the proportion of nine-tenths to the suc- 
cessful architect and one-tenth to the Council’s official 
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architect. The Secretary in his letter to the County Council 
said nothing definitely about Condition 9, but referred to 
Conditions 8 and9. The Council mentioned the objections 
they had to Condition 8, but said nothing about the objec- 
tion they had to Condition 9. As Condition 9 was merely a 
question of payment, he could scarcely believe that the 
assistance which Mr. Riley would give to the architect 
selected for the job was not worth more than +4,000 when 
the architect who carried out the work would have #36,000. 
The architect, with all the assistance he was to have with 
the planning out of that building to some extent arranged 
for him, leaving him only the preparation of the designs 
and details of the building, would, he thought, be well 
rewarded by receiving £36,000, and particularly when 
a sum of only #4,000 was to go to Mr. Riley, be- 
cause if Mr. Riley was to be joint architect he certainly 
ought to have a joint ownership in the emolument, and 
therefore he would have £20,000 instead of 24,000. Then 
the Council, in the letter he was referring to, went on 
to say that they urgently press upon the consideration of 
the London County Council that Instructions Nos. 8 and 9 
should be amended so as to appoint the successful competitor 
as sole architect, and to provide for Mr. W. E. Riley, the 
official architect, to act as consulting architect. Further, 
the letter refers to the “ well-established principle of the 
Royal Institute of British Architects binding on all its 
members that no Assessor shall accept the appoint- 
ment to act as architect to carry out a_ building 
the designs for which he has to adjudicate.’’ The esta- 
blished principle, of course, was that set forth in Clause 3 
of the Regulations for Competitions issued by the Institute. 
On 23rd April 1907 Mr. Locke, in a further letter to the 
London County Council, referred to a note in the Daily 
News stating that the London County Council was not 
committed to the scheme for the building of the new County 
Hall, and urging the London County Council to come to an 
immediate decision in the matter. No reply from the 
London County Council had apparently been received to 
these last two communications. He (Mr. Woodward) really 
did not wonder at it, for this was an instance in which he 
knew that if such communications came to the Borough 
Council at Hampstead, not only would they not reply, but 
the Town Clerk would be probably requested to write to 
the Council of the Institute and beg them not to trouble 
them with any more of their communications. If mem- 
bers referred to the Journan they would see now the posi- 
tion in which the Institute had placed itself. The Coun- 
cil, referring to this matter in their Annual Report, said: 
“The London County Council drew up the conditions on 
the lines indicated in the original suggestions of the Insti- 
tute Council referred to in the last Annual Report, but 
several important modifications were made, and the details 
embodied in the Conditions which were finally issued were 
not submitted to the Institute Council.” He had already 
said—and he was prepared to prove—that the main lines of 
the conditions of that competition were suggested by the 
Institute Council and carried out by the London County 
Council. He could prove that up to the hilt. “In these 
original suggestions,’’ say the Institute Council in their 
teport, ‘“‘the Institute Council did not contemplate the 
international character of the competition, but, acting on 
the advice of the Competitions Committee, refrained from 
making any representations on the subject when the in- 
tention of the London County Council became known.” 
But it would be found on reference to the Conditions that 
the Council in their suggestions to the L.C.C. had recom- 
mended that it should be open to ‘all architects.” That 
word “all” was referred to when the matter was before 
them at a previous meeting. Of course “all architects ”’ 
would include every architect, British or foreign. If they 
did not mean all, they should have made it clear that 
architects of other countries were to be excluded. The 
Council’s report goes on: ‘ At the suggestion of the 
Institute the London County Council has extended the 
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whole time required for the preparation of drawings to nine 
months, of which six are to be devoted to the preliminary 
stage. The Institute Council have also addressed a com- 
munication to the London County Council protesting 
against the appointment of their official architect in the 
dual capacity of Assessor in the competition and joint 
architect to the building.’”” Members present, continued 
Mr. Woodward, were all practical men; they knew the his- 
tory of this case; they knew what an Assessor was; they 
knew what a joint architect was; and they must bear in 
mind the exact position of Mr. Riley with reference to this 
matter. Clause 3 of the Regulations for Competitions 
above referred to was no doubt an excellent one, but it 
could not be held to apply in this case. And why this pro- 
test? He supposed he would be told that it was not a 
protest because of the one-tenth. He should be surprised 
to hear the Council of the Institute suggesting anything of 
that sort. He did not believe they would suggest it. If 
it was not the one-tenth, it was because they proposed to 
say that Mr. Riley was to be the joint architect. He was 
to be nothing of the sort, and there could be no question 
that the position Mr. Riley was to occupy was, as he (Mr. 
Woodward) had said at the meeting, without knowing any- 
thing of the correspondence, to sit at the side of Mr. Nor- 
man Shaw and the other Assessors and give the advice 
which only he could give as to the particular domestic 
requirements of the building to be erected. They could not 
by any straining of the English language, by any strain- 
ing of common sense, suggest that Mr. Riley was acting 
as Assessor and joint architect in this matter. There- 
fore he ventured to suggest that the protest which had been 
sent to the London County Council was most unfortunate. 
The Institute Council had had their way from the begin- 
ning. The London County Council had very judiciously, 
he thought, adopted the Institute Council’s suggestion in 
1905 as to the heads of this competition, and if the Condi- 
tions of the competition were read now they would find that 
the main heads of it were precisely on the lines the Insti- 
tute Council had suggested, and at an early date they had 
been carefully apprised by the London County Council of 
the appointment of Mr. Riley. The Institute Council 
knew this; they had opportunities time after time when 
he (Mr. Woodward) was speaking in that room, and in 
their subsequent negotiations in November 1906 they had 
a splendid opportunity to say what they had said only 
recently with regard to the appointment of Mr. Riley. He 
did not know quite how to conclude——-whether to conclude 
with a motion, or whether to get the sense of the Meeting. 
But he did say most earnestly that he hoped the Council 
would reconsider what they had said to the London County 
Council ; that they would think that after reviewing all the 
facts of the case, looking at them as they are, and not 
attempting to play either upon the word “ Assessor ”’ or 
“joint architect,” they had come to the conclusion that 
they had in this instance committed an error, and that they 
would withdraw the protest they had sent. He felt sure 
that if the 1,500 or 2,000 members of the Institute were pre- 
sent, and they were thoroughly acquainted with what had 
taken place, a very large majority of them would say that 
the Council ought not to have made this “ protest”; they 
ought to have been satisfied with the position the London 
County Council had taken up, that they had every conti- 
dence that Mr. Riley could not exceed his duties, because, if 
they read carefully the terms of the competition, they would 
find that he had to report to his own Council, which showed 
conclusively that his own Council did not intend him to be 
a joint architect. He was to report to them, and therefore 
what Mr. Riley would do was what he suggested and what 
they knew he would do, what the London County Council 
intended he should do—viz., merely to act as regards the 
selection of the designs, sitting at the side of the other two 
Assessors. If they thought Mr. Riley was going to exceed 
his duty as an Assessor, and that he was the paramount 
partner in the three, they would arrive ata wrong conclusion. 
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Mr. Norman Shaw and the other A rs to be ap- 
pointed by the competitors themselve d rely not 
sit quietly by and adopt any estions Mr. Riley might 
make. Taking all those matte i onsideration, | 
ventured to suggest to the Coun that there no h 

in admitting a fault; there w no harm in ying 
they had perhaps in thi it be d wh 
they should have done, and they would nly do the 
amende honorable if they simply withd the protest tl 
had sent and allowed the matte had | 
arranged. He could assure the Meet that he Ln 
interest in this matter whateve He did not know a soul 


who was going in for it except the name published, but 
h 

















he did sincerely hope that tor the ] 
they would come to the conclusion, after due « leration, 
that they should withdraw thei l let uttei 
stand as they are set forth in the Condition Competition. 

Mr. H. Hanpwickr Lanasron “-1.) asked Council 
had had any reply from the Lond Cr Council with 
respect to the protest addressed to them that thei flicial 
urchiteet should not fill the dual capacity of Asse vr to the 
competition and joint architect to the build 

Tue Cnatman: No; no reply has yet be eceived 

Mr. Lancsron, continuing, went on t the p up| 
headed “ District Surveyors’? and con ing with the 
words ‘“‘urging a return to the practic ppointi 
practising architects of high standin | ‘ ord 
* architects of high standing,”’ he ¢ ered, suggested 
remarkable and almost an invidio listi went) 
tive years ago the phrase w hite tablished 
reputation.’”’ What was meant by rchiteets of high 
standing * Did it mean ho rable l men of 
proved ability, who could be trusted with t] ulministr 
tion of the Building Act? If itm t that t expressed 
better by using those words? Were a tect if 
standing unless they had a large number of rks entrusted 
to them? Was good fortune to make them of h stand 
ing, and bad fortune to make them of t lin He 
would suveest the substitution of tl ) inal wordin 
Passing to the paragraph stating that the Council had 
deemed it advisable to defer consideration the Ulster 
Society’s application for alliance with the Institute, M 
Langston said that that might just as well been left 
out of the Report altogether for all the tion it gave 
them. He supposed the Council were exercis L sort of 
discretion in banging the door on the Ulster Soc 
because they found some cause for d reement with the 
Dublin Society. He thought they ought to be informed 
why the Ulster Society should not be allied to the Insti 
tute. All architectural societies had bee ted to become 
ulied; why should the Dublin architects be t arbiters a 
to whether the architects of Ulster should be « nected 
with the Institute or not Mr. Langstor t called atten- 
tion to the statement in the Practice Committ report 7% 
the Institute Form of Contract. It was pract y admitted, 
he said, that their Form of Contract had many unfortunate 
clauses in it which had proved disastrot th to buildei 
and architect, not through incompeten¢ t through any 
collusion with the builder, but mply through spit He 
referred particularly to Clause 30 Phat clause \ 
danger to all architects using this Fon f Contract; and 
any of them might find themselves in the me dilemma 
as that unfortunate architect | had t his case 
in the Court of Appeal. In view of that fact, he would 
ask the Council to con cle the | pl et yf h win 
from circulation any further copie f the document, 
or, at any rate, to attach printed note to the face of 
the document stating that certain ere doubtful 
and were under considerat th a I revision. 
This course would be only fair to archite who did not 
know, and would tend to put them lard against 
« dangerous trap. It could not be conceived that thi 
Practice Committee of the Institute of avo could 
mean to take away the birthright of the hitect, and 
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way to the demand of the Institute of Builders to the 
effect that the architect should no longer be an arbiter in 

ny sense as to whether the work he had designed should be 
curried out according to his conception or not. In conclu 

on, the speaker urged the Council to stop the circulation of 
the Form of Contract, or to append a note to it, so that archi 
tects could use it with their eyes open, and avoid the pitfall. 

Mr. Frank Lisuman [A.| said he thought that the 
Council had searcely done themselves justice in omitting 

il reference to the work of the Board of Professional 
Defence lhe Institute were entitled to know that most 
useful action had been taken by the Board in a case where 
the Institute Scale of Charges was in question. The matter 
nder his own notice, and he knew all the fact 
Summonses were issued in the ease, and the action was set 
down for trial ; but, owing to the moral backing atforded by 
the Board of Professional Defence, the charges on the 
account due to the architect were paid up in full, with costs, 
a week before the date appointed for the’ trial. He thought 
the action of the Board in that case should be brought to 
the notice of members, that they might see that the Board 
vhich was only instituted two or three years ago had not 

psed into limbo, and that another handle might not be 

iven to people who seemed only too ready to deny that the 
Institute ever did any good. He should like to say that the 
iecesstul interference of the Board in the case he alluded 
to was due in great measure to Mr. Gruning, who had given 

y considerable personal attention to the case. 

lie Secrerany explained that the matter had been brought 
betore the Board of Professional Defence, but before they 
could take any action worth while reporting to the Council, 

to vet the Council's authority to go further in the 
mutter, the action was settled. Hence the matter was not 
reported to the Council at all, and therefore did not appear 
in their Annual Report. 

Mr. C. H. Bronte {F’.| said he should like to make a re- 
mark with reference to the Institute Form of Contract. A 
contract form was like a pudding. One did not know quite 
how good it was or how bad it was until it was subjected 
to some sort of trial. Their Contract Form had got into 
Court, and was upheld. ‘Then the case was carried to the 
Court of Appeal. The Court of Appeal squelched their un- 
fortunate Contract Form, and gave a judgment showing that 
certain clauses of that contract were not only not in agree- 
ment but were in absolute antagonism. That was the judy 
ment of the Court of Appeal.* As a result of that judgment 

and he felt bound to point it out, with all the seriousness 
that the case demanded—the members of the Institute had 
been ¢ Xpose d for a considerable time to a very serious risk, 
and to a risk which they ought not to be called upon to 
face. As soon as the judgment in the Court of Appeal was 
published, the circulation of the Institute Form of Contract 
should have been stopped. He had said that to the 
Council, and he repeated it in that room. He had gone very 
thoroughly into the question. He had ceased to use the 
Form of Contract himself, and he had prevented many of 
iis friends from using it and exposing themselves to this 
very serious risk. ‘There was no question at all about the 
risk. He wasa member of the Sub-Committee of the Prac 
tice Committee which had been dealing with this matter, 
and he knew what had taken place. But he was exceed- 
ingly glad Mr. Langston had brought the matter forward, 
because it confirmed the action he himself had taken. In 
conclusion, he wished to say publiely to all the members 
of the Institute that if they used that Form of Contract 
they incurred a very, very serious risk. 

Tue Cnarrman, replying to the points raised during the 
discussion, said he was sure he was speaking on behalf of 
ull his colleagues on the Council when he said that they 
valued very highly Mr. Woodward’s remarks upon their 
Annual Report. They considered that the very sound 


had come 
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common-sense he brought to bear upon it, and the very 
useful remarks he made were of the greatest value to them, 
and they recognised that he did this work of criticism prob- 
ably better than any other member of the Institute could 
do it, and at the same time he did it in such a charming 
and good-humoured way that it was difficult for anyone to 
take offence. The burden of his criticism this year was to 
some extent similar to his criticism on one or two previous 
oceasions ; he complained of what he termed the ‘“ secre- 
tiveness ” of the Council : whether that view of the Council’s 
Report presented itself to other members he did not know. 
He could only say that there was not the slightest desire on 
the part of the Council to conceal anything they had done 
during the past Session. He could only say that if every 
ubject dealt with by the Council were put forward in 
the Annual Report in a way which would explain exactly 
what had been done, and the methods by which the con- 
clusions had been arrived at, the Annual Report would 
become a document of the dimensions of the Fneyclopredia 
Britannica. The only thing they could do in a report of 
this nature was to give a simple indication of the work 
that had been done—very little more, in fact, than an 
enumeration of the subjects which had been considered. In 
every case where it was possible to do so, they would find 
some indication given of the result which had been arrived 
at ; for instance, the statement about the deputation which 
waited on the County Council with regard to the District Sur- 
veyors. The reference concluded with a clause suggesting a 
return to the former custom of appointing practising archi- 
tects. That was a fair sample of the sort of way in which 
the clauses in the Report were worded, and he suggested that 
that gave suflicient indication of the upshot of what the 
Council had done, and what they had recommended. He 
could assure the General Body that there was not the 
lizhtest desire on the part of the Council to conceal any- 
thing. In any case where a member of the Institute was 
interested in any particular subject mentioned in the Re- 
port, and on which he desired further information, it was 
perfectly open to him to come to the Institute, as Mr. Wood- 
ward had done in the case of the County Hall Competition, 
and see the whole of the correspondence, and get all the 
information he wished on the subject. It was quite im- 
possible to print it all in the Annual Report. Discussing 
the details of the Report, Mr. Woodward had asked what 
was the method of procedure in the Council with regard to 
the nomination of the Royal Gold Medallist of the year. 
He did not think he should be violating any confidence in 
telling them the way in which it was done as a rule. 
Members of the Council were invited to send in the names 
of suitable recipients to the Secretary, and when that had 
been done a final selection was arrived at by a ballot in 
the Council. The next question Mr. Woodward raised 
was in regard to the Examinations. The Council in their 
report express regret that so large a number of Students 
remain on the list without proceeding to the Final 
Examination. Mr. Woodward’s view was that that might 
probably be due to the examination being too severe. 
That might be. He (the Chairman) thought that probably 
one of the causes was that a considerable proportion 
of pupils, after they had served their articles, probably 
found they were unsuited for the profession, and therefore 
did not proceed to the Final Examination. That happened 
ina great many cases, and it was a state of affairs upon 
which they as architects ought to congratulate themselves. 
As to the view that the Examinations were too severe, he 
could not agree with that at all; it seemed to him that 
they were not anything like so’severe as they ought to be, 
regarded as an examination qualifying men to practise. 
lhe difficulty the Institute suffered from was that it was 
almost impossible to make the examination as severe as it 
ought to be, and one hoped that as time went on it would 
be possible to make the Final Examination a thoroughly 
practical examination, which when a man had passed 
would show that he was qualified to practise as an archi 


ANNUAL REPORT 4T7 


tect. With regard to the deputation to the County Council 
on the subject of the District Surveyors, that was quite a 
recent thing, and he thought the Report of the Council 
explained sufficiently what had been done. Their whole 
point was that the practice of appointing practising archi- 
tects should be ‘reverted to. Mr. Langston, referring to 
this matter, objected rather strongly to the words “ high 
standing.” He was sure the Council would not object to 
accepting Mr. Langston’s wording: their intention was 
exactly the same as his. With regard to the Palace of 
Peace protest, Mr. Woodward had asked what the protest 
was about. The Dutch architects, or a number of Dutch 
architects, were proposing to bring an action against 
the Committee of the Carnegie Foundation to upset 
the award on the ground that it was eontrary to the 
instructions of the competition, and ought not to stand, 
and they had asked the Institute to contribute some- 
thing towards the expenses of the action. They had 
also, he believed, approached those who took part in 
the competition, asking them to contribute. When he 
was in Holland in the latter part of last year he was 
shown an opinion of a Dutch counsel on the case, from 
which it appeared to him that there was very little case for 
an action, and there was no hope at all for an action to sue- 
ceed. Most of the members of the Institute would prob 
ably agree with him that in an open competition, as a rule, 
there was very little ground of action for an alleged im 
proper award, unless it was corrupt, and there was no 
allegation of that kind in the case. The ground on which 
the Council declined to take any part in the proceedings 
was that there was no hope of success. In the Report of 
the Art Committee there was a reference to a scheme for 
laying out prospective public improvements. Very little 
was said about that, and probably it was not sutticient to 
explain what was in the mind of the Art Committee. 
The reason of that was that the scheme had only just been 
suggested. The Art Committee had not as yet had a 
meeting to consider the subject. The idea at the back of 
that scheme was something on the lines of what was done 
in America, in Washington, and other cities. That ap- 
peared to be a very excellent principle to adopt, and it 
was on those lines they wished to go in regard to the 
question of public improvements. ‘The most serious part 
of Mr. Woodward’s criticisms was with respect to the 
County Hall Competition. Mr. Woodward complained that 
the Institute generally was not taken into the confidence 
of the Council before the Council made any recommenda- 
tions with regard to the conduct of the competition. He 
was sure that if it had been at all practicable for the 
Council of the Institute to get the advice of the General 
Body they would have been only too delighted to have had 
it. But from the nature of the circumstances it was 
impossible for anything of the sort to be attempted. 
In the first place, the communications which came to the 
Institute from the County Council were to a very great 
extent confidential communications. ‘The scheme was 
not initiated ; it was not public property. The London 
County Council asked the Institute Council —not the 
General Body for their advice, and it would have been 
highly improper for the Council to take the only course 
they could have taken if they wished to have the opinion 
of the general body of members—viz., to call a general 
meeting to consider it. If anyone considered the possi 
bility of their having taken such a course, and called a 
meeting, they would see that it would have been a perfect 
Babel. They would never have arrived at any conclusion, 
and would never have been able to make any recommenda 
tion at all. There would have been fifty different opinions 
from fifty different people. It had been a difticult thing, 
even in the comparatively small body of the Council, to 
arrive at suflicient unanimity to formulate a practicable 
scheme. ‘They appointed a small Committee to do it, and 
the upshot of it was that the Council sent those recom 
mendations, of which members now knew the gist, to the 
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County Council. Mr. Woodward, as he understood it, entirely 
approved of those suggestions, and he gathered from his 
remarks that if they had had a meeting, and the whole body 
had considered the matter, that those were the very things 
he would have suggested, because he entirely approved of 
them. Mr. Woodward did not suggest that he could have 
improved upon them in any way. Mr. Woodward had 
found fault with some of the letters which had emansted 
from the Council at various times in connection with this 
project. He found fault with the Institute Council writing 
to the County Council and asking for a plan of the site 
before the competition was instituted, and he seemed to 





suggest that it was a stupid and rather a silly thing to do. 
He did not know whether the Meeting desired any explana 
tion as to what the Council wanted and what their ideas 


were; but he thought it was generally understood what 
was meant byit. The Council thought they m 
make some suggestions as to the shape of the site, or as to 
the building lines, which might have been of value. Prob 
wbly some people might consider now that the pli nof the 
site as it was laid out was capable of improvement, and 
that for such an important building something better than 
the building lines might perhaps have been devised. That 
was what they had in their minds, and some of them had 
an idea that they could have improved upon it. That was 
all they were trying to do. Possibly, if they had had the 
plan of the site, they might have c conclusion 
that they could not improve upon it, and then, of 
they should have done nothing. With regard to the status 
of Mr. Riley, he did not think he was at liberty to say much 
on that subject, because the Council had written a letter to 
the County Council, and this had not yet been replied to 
The matter, in fact, was sub judice, and he did not think 


ht possibly 


to the 





course, 








he was called upon to give any expression of his own 
opinion on the subject. With regard to Mr. Langston’ 
question as to the Ulster Society and the Royal Institute 
of the Architects of Iveland, the reason why the Council 


had not acceded to the request of the Ulster Society to be 
attiliated with the Institut received 
a very strong protest against from the 
Dublin Society, that is, the Institute of Architects for the 
whole of Ireland. The view of the Dublin Society was that 
the Ulster Society was comprised in their province, and 
that the Institute, recognising the Dublin Society, ought 
not to recognise another body which they considered to be 
under their jurisdiction. As there appeared to be a con 
flict of opinion among the Irish architects on the sub 
ject a domestic quarre 1 so to spe ak—the Council of the 
Institute did not consider that they were called upon to 
place themselves in a judicial position and to decide which 
was right and which was wrong, and that was the reason 
their decision on the subject had been suspended. It was 
merely suspended until they could have an opportunity 
either of coming together again and occupying their former 
relative positions, or of deciding that they were going to be 
two entirely and totally independent bodies. He thought 
the Meeting would agree that it would have been highly 
improper for the Council to have taken any sides in the 
matter, and that it was much better to leave it in the way 
the Council decided to leave it. With regard to the 
Form of Contract it was stated in the report that the 
Practice Committee had the whole question under con 

sideration, and that the Council authorised the Practice 
Committee to obtain Counsel’s opinion on certain sugges- 
tions which they had made for the amendment of the Form 
of Contract. It would be quite impossible to attach any slip 
or qualifying document to the Form of Contract at present, 
because the whole thing had been approved after years of 
negotiation with the Institute of Builders, and it would be 
impossible to do anything of that kind without their con 

sent. It would be a most difficult thing, probably a matter 
which would involve a great deal of discussion, to get any 
agreement with the Institute of Builders as to any modi- 
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fication of thatform. Of course, if after full consideration, 
and after getting counsel’s opinion and the suggestions of 
the Practice Committee, it should be considered wise and 
necessary to make these alterations, they should enter 
into negotiation with the Institute of Builders, and the 


Form of Contract would be amended. But nothing could 
be done without their assent. He had, he believed, 


answered all the questions that had been raised, and he 


would now put the Report to the vote. 

Mr. Maurice B. Apams asked to be allowed to say a few 
words before the Report was put to the vote. He thought 
it would come rather pleasantly to allude to something 
which had given them universal satisfaction during the 
past year, and that was the success of the Congress which 
took place last July. He noticed that there was a sum of 
£600 to their credit on the Congress account—a sum ac- 
cruing, he thought, from the judicious way in which the 
Congress had been managed. He had ascertained from 
the Honorary Secretary that evening that the proposal 
which was mooted some time ago, that some recognition 
would be made on behalf of the Institute officials who 
had assisted so materially in making the Conference 
the success it was, had not been lost sight of. It would 
be a satisfaction to others, as it was to him, to know 
that that proposal was to be realised in some form or 
another. He did not wish in making these remarks to com- 
mit the Council in any way; he only thought it would bea 
satisfaction to members to know that the officials would be 
recognised in the way that had been suggested. There was 
one other point he wished to refer to—viz., with regard to 
this building contract. With all deference to what had fallen 
from the Chairman, and without committing themselves to 
iny breach of confidence with the Institute of Builders, he 
thought that in the meantime it would be very judicious on 
the part of the Institute not to publish this document any 
more. In view of the disastrous experience of one of their 
own members, who, in consequence, had ceased to be a 
member, he thought that the circulation of the Form should 
be suspended until some real information was obtained. 
That, surely, they could do without any breach of confi 
dence, or any breach of good faith with the Institute of 
Builders. Why could not that be done? Why should 
they jeopardise their members in the way Mr. Brodie had 
so graphically put before them ? Why was it desired to go 
on publishing the document if there was any risk—and they 
knew there was a risk, whatever the counsel’s opinion that 
they were obtaining might be—and whatever the Practice 
Committee might say? ‘The Court of Appeal had pro- 
nounced against the document, and surely that ought to 
be good enough for them. 

Ture Cuarrman, replying to Mr. Adams’s first point, said 
that the #600 in hand on the Congress Account was not 
really net balance; they still had to publish the Compte- 
rendu. With regard to the suggestion that the officials of 
the Institute who had so great a part in organising the 
Congress should have some recognition, that had already 
been done. All the officials of the Institute had received 
recognition in one form or another some time ago. 

Mr. Woopwarp, rising again, said that before the Report 
was put to the vote, if he was quite in order, he should like 
to say what he was sure would be echoed by everyone in 
that room. He wished to thank the Chairman for the ex- 
ceedingly courteous and full way in which he had replied 
to the eriticisms on the Report. Nothing could have been 
more satisfactory, and he ventured to say that what the 
Chairman had told them that evening, brief and con- 
cise as it was, was a complete refutation of what he 
(Mr. Woodward) had_been urging. If the Council had 
put in their Report what the Chairman had so tersely put 
from the Chair, he should scarcely have had a word to say. 

The Report, having been put from the Chair, was carried 
unanimously, and the other business of the Meeting was 
then proceeded with. 
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SPECIFICATION FOR PAINTS, &c. 
By R. J. ANGEL, M.Inst.C.E. [4.}. 
See page 481.] 


The question of the quality and durability of 
paint used in architectural work is one of consider- 
able importance, but it frequently happens that there 
is nothing more binding in the specification than 
that it shall be composed of a “ basis of genuine 
white lead, free from impurities,’’ to which is added 
a note that samples may be taken and submitted 
for analysis. The difficulty usually experienced by 
the analyst is to know to what standard the sample 
is to be tested, especially with the various coloured 


paints of which no mention is made in the specifi- 
cation. ‘To meet this difficulty, and so that the 
contractor may know the quality of paint, «e., 
which will be required of him, the writer has ob- 
tained particulars of their composition, which give 
a reliable standard of purity. It is not assumed 
that the list is by any means exhaustive or complete, 
but it is herewith submitted for the use of other 
members, who may find a need for the informa- 
tion. 


SPECIFICATION FOR PAINTS, VARNISHES, &c. 


(Percentages calculated on Original Pigments Undried.) 


Description. Quality. 
Refined, genuine American, free from adulteration (optical rotation not less than + 4° 5’ in 

100-mm. tube). 

Finest. One part of terebine, when mixed with 16 parts of linseed oil and spread in a 

thin layer on a glass plate, and kept at a temperature of 60° F., must dry in 8 hours. 

To contain not less than 10 per cent. metallic oxides. 

varnishes to be made from the best pure gums and oils, to flow easily, 

and with a firm coat, in 18 to 24 hours. 

To contain not less than 20 per cent. of lead or manganese preparations. 

To contain not less than 25 per cent. or more than 30 per cent. hydrated oxide. 

To contain not more than 3 per cent. of impurities, to be good colour, smooth, 
from grit. 

Genuine, of good colour and body. Free from barytes or other base mineral. 

To contain not less than 45 per cent. oxide of iron and 15 per cent. manganese dioxide. 

Free from barytes or other base mineral. To be fine, well ground, and free from grit. 
Containing not less than 60 per cent. oxide of iron, good colour, and free from grit. 
Containing not less than 40 to 45 per cent. silica, 20 to 25 per cent. aluminium oxide, 

9 to 10 per cent. sulphur. ‘To be fine and free from gritty matter. 

Pure sulphide of mercury; ash not to exceed 0°5 per cent. 

Containing not less than 25 to 30 per cent. oxide of iron. 
base mineral. Fine and free from grit. 

To contain not less than 97 per cent. oxide of iron. 

Containing not less than 70 per cent. oxide of iron. 

Containing not less than 60 per cent. oxide of iron. 

Pure commercial, of a fine colour. 

To contain not less than 15 per cent. lead chromate, 

Pure zine oxide. well made, free from grit. 

Containing 95 per cent. carbon, mineral matter 
unburnt oil. 

Containing 97 per cent. carbon. 

To contain not less than 40 per cent. oxide of 

Fine and free from grit. 

To contain not less than 10 per cent: lead chromate. 

To contain not less than 28 to 30 per cent. copper oxide and 55 to 56 arsenious oxide. 

Unadulterated with any foreign material, and must be supplied to whatever tint is required. 
25 leaves per book. 

Rep OxmpE Containing not less than 65 per cent. oxide of iron. Fine and bright in colour. 

The architect will outeait such materials as may be necessary, whether included in the schedule or not, to an analyst 
(to be chosen by the architect) for analysis, and should the report of the analyst indicate that the materials are not 
equal to the quality or standard specified or ordered, or are not genuine, or do not conform to the specification in any 
way, the cost of the analysis will be deducted from any moneys due or becoming due to the contractor, and the con 
tractor must, on receiving notice from the architect, remove the rejected articles and supply others equal to the standard 
specified within two days. 

Samples of the materials will be taken on the site, and when in the condition for use on the building. The con- 
tractor or his representative will be advised that samples are about to be taken in order that he may be present or be 
represented. The samples will be divided into three parts, to be then and there separated, and each part will be marked, 
sealed, or fastened up in such manner as its nature will permit. One part will be delivered to the contractor or his 
representative, one part will be retained for future comparison, and the third part will be submitted to the analyst. If 
the contractor or his representative fail to be present, no question will be allowed to be raised afterwards as to the 
authenticity of the samples should the analyses prove unfavourable 


TURPENTINE 


TEREBINE 


VARNISHES . : . All dry lustrous 
DRIERS 
~ HITE LEAD 
Rep LEap and free 
OCHRE . 
Burnt UMBER 


PurnreLeE Brown 
ULTRAMARINE BLUE 


VERMILION 
Venetian Rep Free from barytes or othe: 
Strong in colour, and well ground. 
Fine, good colour, and free from grit. 
Fine, good colour, and free from erit. 


InpIAn Rep 

SreNNA Burnt 

Srenna Raw . ; . 
Curome, Lemon, and ORANGE 
Brenswick GREEN 

Zinc WHITE : 5 
LAMP Brack . ; ? ‘ 


well ground and yood body. 


not to exceed 3 per cent. Free from 
VEGETABLE Biack 
Presstan BLUE iron. Ash must be soluble in dilute acid. 
BronzE GREEN 

I MERALD GREEN 

EnGuisu Gorp Lear (BEsT) 


Communications criticising or extending this specification are invited from members and others. 











ROYAL 


JOURNAL OF 


THE 





9, Conpu1it Street, Lonpon, W., 111 1907. 


CHRONICLE. 
A Court of Building for London. 

The Times of the 29th April published the fol- 
lowing letter from the President : 

S1tr,—The admirable letter from Mr. John W. 
Simpson published in your issue of March 29 [see 
JOURNAL, 13th April, p. 414] dealing with the 
above subject is of the gravest importance to all 
owners of property, and the suggested reforms in 
the conduct of the preliminaries to building opera- 
tions are worthy of the most careful consideration. 

The difficulties, contradictions, and ambiguities 
of the various Building Acts, with their numerous 
by-laws, schedules, and regulations, are, perhaps, 
most patent to architects, who have in this matter 
to evolve order from chaos, and their task is ren- 
dered extremely difficult by the present machinery 
for carrying out the administration of the law. 

Mr. John W. Simpson is to be commended for 
directing attention to this subject, which, as he 
says, by the Act of 1905 “has now brought 
matters to the climax of impossibility,’ for not 
only are all projected buildings brought under the 
domain of this Act, but its retrospective character 
will have a far-reaching effect on all existing buiid 
ings, and it is safe to assume that it will entail the 
expenditure of many thousands of pounds for 
which no return can be hoped, either in increased 
public safety or structural improvement. Its ad- 
ministration is likely to lead to grave differences of 
opinion between architects, property owners, and 
the London County Council, and consequent legal 
expenditure by all parties; and the advocacy of 
the establishment of a Court of Building for London 
is an attempt to deal with this complicated problem 
in a business-like manner. 

The Council of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects are in cordial sympathy with the prin- 
ciple of the scheme so ably put forward by Mr, 
John W. Simpson; and they have appointed a 
special committee to inquire into the subject, to 
gather together information bearing upon it, and, 
if possible, to suggest the main principles govern 
ing the constitution of such Court, in the hop 
that their labours will be of service to the whole 
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community. When the Council of the Royal Insti 
tute have considered their committee’s report, they 
may again crave the hospitality of your columns 
for the purpose of laying their suggestions before 
the public. I am, Sir, yours faithfully, 
THos. E. Conucutt, 
President RILB.A. 


Proposed Legislation on Town Planning. , 

The resolution on town development passed by 
the House of Commons on the Ist inst. should 
sreatly encourage those members of the Institute 
who have tried to arouse interest in the develop- 
ment of our cities and towns upon lines of reasoned 
and intelligent design. The haphazard methods of 
the jerry-builder, tempered by the borough en- 
sineer’s insistence on “ tout a l’égout,’’ have pre- 
vailed so long in England as to be almost identified 
in the public mind with “‘ Habeas corpus ”’ and the 
liberty of the subject. 

It is therefore most gratifying to find the 
Government of the day accepting, and the House 
expressing its unanimous agreement with, such a 
resolution as that of Mr. Whitwell Wilson. That 
definite proposals may be put forward at an early 
date is much to be hoped. 

The Royal Institute of British Architects should 
at once recognise its great responsibility in this, 
which is essentially an architect’s, question. Every 
assistance in its power should be given to the 
Members of Parliament interested, or engaged, in 
the beautifying of our cities ; and clear and straight- 
forward principles for their guidance should be laid 
down without delay. It is most desirable that the 
Institute should take this opportunity of proving 
its utility to the Legislature and the public as 
a practical and constructive body. Advice is wel- 
come in the early stages of such a scheme, while 
the belated criticism of proposals already formu- 
lated by others is apt to appear ungracious, and is 
cenerally ineffective. 

It may be added that the Art Standing Com- 
mittee has the inatter already before it, and will 
welcome and much appreciate further communica- 
tions and suggestions from other members of the 
Institute. Joun W. SIMpPson, 

Chairman, Art Committee 


The following is the resolution referred to :- 

“That, in the opinion of this House, local 
authorities should be granted by legislation the 
power of laying out suburbs for building upon a 
rational plan, which shall include adequate air- 
space, convenient grounds for recreation, and facili- 
ties for locomotion, so preventing the grave evils 
which result from overcrowding in and around 
creat cities.”’ 

Mr. Whitwell Wilson, member for South St. 
Pancras, in moving the resolution,* commented on 
the dull monotony in the architecture of our 


* The report is from The Times of the 2nd inst. 


PROPOSED 


suburban streets and the manner in which houses 
were pressed close together back to back. What 
was wanted in the suburbs, he said, was an indis- 
pensable minimum of space. Each house should 
have a certain area of garden space, at least three 
or four times the size of the house. Each road 
should have a width of not less than 100 feet, and 
only so many houses per acre should be erected. 
There should also be sites available for public 
buildings, accessible playgrounds, and, as far as 
possible, the preservation of the rural features of 
the neighbourhood, which went so far to humanise 
life. What was wanted to prevent the building of 
unsuitable suburbs was some legislation on general 
lines. There came a time when every empire was 
judged with reference to its cities. At the present 
time we were building at an enormous rate all over 
the country. They should remember that they 
were not building houses merely for rent, or build- 
ing streets merely for rates. They were really 
building the supreme destinies of this country, and 
of the Colonies which hung upon its prosperity. 

Mr. Jowett, member for West Bradford, in 
seconding the motion, said that power must be 
given to the local authorities, if necessary, to ex- 
propriate the owners of land or property which 
contlicted with the general public interest. He did 
not use the word “ expropriate ’’ in the sense of con- 
fiscate ; the owners ought to be dealt with on fair 
terms. As a Britisher, he was sorry to have to 
admit that we were behindhand in these matters 
in comparison with other countries. In Germany 
this subject had already received the most careful 
attention from the very best men in the country, 
and for years they had been working on the lines 
indicated in this resolution. In Germany the 
State practically compelled localities to own land, 
and had issued instructions to them to miss no 
opportunity of getting land into their possession. 
Here in this country, on the other hand, they had 
been throttled by the State. In Germany they 
attended to everything which they could think of 
as necessary for the public health. 

Viscount Turnour said he was to a great extent 
in favour of this resolution. There was in London 
and other large towns a great absence of air-space 
and places for recreation; but he denied that the 
condition of England, and especially of London, in 
matter was much worse than that of other 
c untries. 

Mr. John Burns, President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, said that as a cockney born and bred 
he could not accept the grey, dismal, melancholy 
impression of London given by the member for 
South St. Paneras. If that hon. member's de- 
scription was accepted, London might be described 
as a place for workhousing the old, warehousing 
the women and children, and public-housing the 
men! He knew no city in the world which for its 
size Was as sober and for its conditions less criminal ; 
he knew no city so healthy, so clean, so much pos- 
sessed of the crude essentials of sanitary health and 
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physical decency as this great City. He admitted, 
however, that the conditions under which large 
numbers of our people lived were not as good as 
they ought to be, and not so good as they must be. 
But in the last ten years there had been an extra- 
ordinary improvement in taste and appetite on the 
part of the people themselves for better conditions. 
There was no country in the world where there 
were so many comfortable homes, no country in 
which domestic architecture had developed further. 
But these amenities were possessed too exclusively 
by a small class. Their ideals were, however, 
rapidly extending down to the poorest people, and, 
in so far as this resolution would enable them to 
assist their desires, the Government would support 
it in the strongest possible way. It was the busi- 
ness of those responsible for town government to 
see that local authorities who were willing should 
have the means of co-operating with willing private 
owners to bring about that which had been done 
hy individuals, and he assured the mover of the 
resolution that to carry out what was immediately 
pressing he, in accordance with a promise made 
by the Prime Minister and himself toa deputation, 
had anticipated the resolution, and he had before 
him alternative Bills by which he hoped the object 
of the resolution would be achieved. Provisions 
were proposed for the laying-out and planning of 
streets and houses, with conditions to be observed 
and provisions for arbitration. He could not now 
define and explain the intentions, but he hoped 
that their Town Planning Bill would meet with 
general acceptance; and meantime he cheerfully 
accepted the resolution. 


Contributions for the Journal: a Member's 
Suggestion. 

The following letter addressed to the Chairman 
and Members of the Science Standing Committee 
by Mr. R. J. Angel [4.],a member of that Com- 
mittee, has been handed in for publication : 


GENTLEMEN,—It has occurred to me, as no 
doubt it has to other members of the Institute, 
that among the 2,000 Fellows and Associates, the 
numbers are few who take any active part in con- 
tributing to the general interest of the Society. 
On the other hand I cannot but think that there 
must be a vast amount of research, experience, 
and practice widely distributed among members, 
which would be invaluable to the profession if 
such were communicated in that spirit of fraternity 
which unites a great body like ours. I am of 
opinion that this store of knowledge is of a 
sreatly varied character, differing with the various 
branches of the profession and the tastes of mem- 
bers. I venture to suggest that a channel should 
be opened whereby much of this information 
should be encouraged and communicated to mem- 
bers. I am aware that many would hesitate to 
write a full-length article or a paper to be read at 
the Institute meetings, and no doubt many of the 

3T 
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subjects have not sufficient matter in them for 
such a purpose. My suggestion is that members 
be specially invited and encouraged to contri- 
bute to the Institute Journat short articles of 
a length of, say, up to five hundred words or 
thereabouts, upon any subject of professional in- 
terest. These articles might consist of research, 
a disquisition ona subject of Art or Science within 
the profession, some item of professional practice, 
some new method of application in building, a 
success or failure in a building and its cause, or a 
description of doing certain work, &c. These 
articles might be contributed over the author’s 
signature, or else, when describing a defect in a 
building, they may be accompanied by a pseudonym. 
When received by the Institute these communi- 
cutions should be considered by the various 
Committees, such as the Art, Literature, Practice, 
and Science, and if found suitable they could b 


printed under the head of “Selected Papers,” or 
some such title, in a portion of the JourRNAL s 
apart for this purpose. I feel that the invitation 





f the Sup) 


to contribute these special artic 
permanent place in each issue o 
which accompanies every copy of the JouRNAL, so 
that the subject may be constantly kept before the 


members. by this means I believe that the general 


interest will be aroused of members who, on account 
of their distance of residence, cannot attend the 
Institute Meetings, and this mutual exchange ol 
information will be beneficial to the profession as 


«a whole.—Yours truly, 


The various Standing Co ttees have had this 
letter before them, and have signified their readi 
ness to co-operate in giving effect to M Angel’s 


proposals. Mr. Angel himself makes a beginning 
in the present number with a useful contribution 
on a practical subject—“ Specification for Paints,”’ 





&e. [ps 179}. It remains only to add that com 
munications of a similar nature, addressed direct to 
the Editor, or received through the medium of the 
Standine Committees as suggested Mr. Angel, 
will be very eladly welc ymed and ecorded pro 
minent place in the JourNAL. Such articles as 
these, it need hardly be said, besides being of value 
to the practitioner from the information they 
convey, would often be the means of rousing interest 


on a subject of practical importance, and of eliciting 
the views of those who may hav ally studied 
it or whose experience entitles them to speak with 


authority upon it. 


The Safety of St. Paul’s. 


The Main Drainage Committee of the London 
County Council report the receipt of the following 
memorial with reference to the construction of the 
new main sewer from Trafalgar Square to Barking, 
which it was proposed should pass under the south 


side of St. Paul’s Cathedral : 
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Chapter House, St. Paul’s Cathedral. 
To the London County Couwneal,— 

The memorial of the undersigned, being the 
trustees and the Dean and Chapter of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, sheweth—That grave doubts have re- 
cently arisen as to the consequences of the new 
sewer which it is proposed to construct under St. 
Paul's Churchyard, on the south side of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral; that the consideration of this question 
has for some time past engaged the most serious 
attention of the Dean and Chapter and their ad- 
that, since the last communication which 
passed between the London County Council and 
the representative of the Dean and Chapter, more 
facts have come to light, and new measurements 
have been taken ; that the Dean and Chapter and 
their surveyor have had the advantage of the care- 
ful advice of three architects of the highest experi- 
ence and reputation—Mr. T. E. Collcutt (President 
of the Royal Institute of British Architects), Sir 
\ston Webb, R.A. (past President), and Mr. John 
Belcher (past President)—and that they have fur- 
nished them with a report ; that your memorialists 
have the honour to submit this report, and ask for 
ts due consideration at the hands of the London 
County Council; that they are aware that the Dill 
for the proposed line of the sewer has received 
Parliamentary sanction, but that they consider that 
the gravity and urgency of the matter compel them 
to ask for a reconsideration of the case; and that 
your memorialists are strengthened by the belief 
that there is no question of serious public advantage 
involved which would cause the proposed line to 
be adopted rather than any other line between St. 
Paul’s Churehyard and the river. And your 
nemorialists will ever pray, «ce. 

Signed) Randall Cantuar., W. P. Treloar (Lord 
Mayor), A. F. London., Robert Gregory 
Dean), Henry Scott Holland, William 
Sinclair, W. C. E. Newbolt. 


visers 5 


The Report of the Committee of Architects— 
Mr. T. E. Colleutt (President R.1.B.A.), Sir Aston 
Webb, R.A., and Mr. John Belcher, A.R.A.—states 
as follows :— ‘In accordance with your instruc- 
tions we have made a very careful examination of 
he present structural condition of the Cathedral, 
and the movements that have taken place from 
time to time, and we have been assisted by the 
reports of former surveyors and engineers, and we 
hope shortly to be able to make a full and detailed 
report on the subject. But in view of the reported 
imminent construction of a sewer by the London 
County Council within 45 feet of the south-west 
tower of the Cathedral, we feel it our duty to fur- 
nish an interim report on this particular point, 
which has become so urgent and pressing. We 
may premise by pointing out that the three portions 
of the building that have from time to time shown 
the most significant points of weakness are the 
south-west tower and the south-west and south-east 
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piers of the support to the dome. We find that 
there have been several proposals to construct a 
sewer on the south side of the Cathedral in 
St. Paul’s Churchyard. One commenced by the 
City Corporation in 1831 was abandoned on the 
danger to the structure being pointed out by the 
surveyor (Mr. Cockerell), though a sewer was 
actually constructed on this line in 1843 at a depth 
below the surface of 6 feet 3 inches (but a smaller 
one). A tube railway has recently been proposed, 
but this, for the present, has also been abandoned. 
The present proposal of the London County Council 
is to construct a sewer running along the south 
side of the Cathedral and only 45 feet from the 
south-west tower at a depth of about 52 feet from 
the surface, and only 16 feet below the assumed 
surface of the London clay, and it is contended by 
very eminent engineers that if the sewer, which we 
understand will be nearly the size of a tube rail- 
way, is constructed in the clay with a shield, and 
protected by proper precautions and inspection, no 
harm can come to the Cathedral. It is with great 
diffidence that we feel compelled to come to a 
different conclusion. But bearing in mind the great 
difficulty, if not impossibility, of complete and 
adequate supervision of a work of this character, 
and the disturbance that has undoubtedly been 
caused to surrounding buildings by works of a 
similar character in London, we are of opinion that 
the construction of such a sewer so near St. Paul’s, 
after taking into consideration the present sensitive 
condition of the structure, might very possibly 
become a very serious danger to the Cathedral 
fabric, and should therefore be opposed by the 
authorities by every means in their power, in order 
to secure another route for this sewer which would 
be free from any possible risk to the building.” 

[t is satisfactory to state that in view of these 
representations the L.C.C. Main Drainage Com- 
mittee have reconsidered the matter, and have 
decided to adopt an alternative route. The Com- 
‘mittee report that they had had under considera- 
tion an alternative route by which the sewer would 
take a course longer than was originally proposed 
at a greater distance from the Cathedral ; and as it 
appeared that the adoption of this alternative route 
would not detract from the efficiency of the sewer, 
but would obviate all question of damage to the 
Cathedral fabric, they thought that any additional 

xpenditure which might be incurred would be 
justified, and they had therefore given instructions 
for the plans and specification for the construction 
of the sewer to be amended accordingly. 


Reinforced Concrete. 


The constitution of an International Com- 
iuission of Inquiry into Reinforced Concrete is 
announced. The Commission is to be presided 
over by M. Considére, late Inspector-General of 
Public Works in France. Professor F. Schiile, 
Director of the Testing Station of the Ziirich 
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Polytechnic, and Privy Councillor Germelmann, 
of the Ministry of Public Works, Berlin, are to act 
as Vice-Chairmen. 

The current issue of Concrete and Construc- 
tional Engineering has several well-illustrated 
articles by eminent authorities on the subject of 
Reinforced Concrete—two of them by members of 
the R.I.B.A. Joint Reinforced Concrete Committee, 
whose Report is to be brought forward by Sir 
Henry Tanner, Chairman of the Committee, at the 
General Meeting of the Institute, 27th inst. Mr. 
Charles F. Marsh, in an article ‘‘ Fatigue of Con- 
crete and Reinforced Conerete,’’ deals with the 
series of tests (about 600 in all) undertaken by 
Professor Van Ornum and described in the Pro- 
ceedings of the American Society of Civil Engineers. 
The valuable conclusions arrived at are set out in 
a very convenient form at the end of the article. 
Colonel J. Winn, R.E., enumerates in detail 
‘“¢ Necessary Precautions in Executing Reinforced 
Concrete Work.” Faulty design, faulty material, 
faulty execution, either singly or in combination, 
are shown to be the causes of such failures as have 
occurred. “If constant supervision cannot be 
arranged for,” says Colonel Winn, “it is well not 
to embark on reinforced concrete. . . . A fool with 
a shovel may absolutely defeat the most elaborate 
calculations involving the calculus.’ Among other 
important articles are “Reinforced Concrete in 
Switzerland,”’ by Professor F. Schiile, of Zurich ; 
“The Setting of Portland Cement,” by H. Le 
Chatelier, of Paris ; “ Reinforced Concrete Wharves 
and Quays,’ by W. Noble Twelvetrees. 


Special Election to Fellowship, 


At the meeting of the Council on Monday, 6th 
May, the following gentleman, found by the Council 
to be eligible and qualified according to the Charter 
and By-laws, was elected to Fellowship of the 
Institute under the proviso to By-law 9%: 


WittiaAm CartTeR FrEntToN, President of the 
Sheftield Society of Architects, of 10 Para- 
dise Square, and 111 Union Road, Sheffield. 


Weymouth Pier Pavilion Competition. 


The Corporation of Weymouth have issued 
Conditions for the above competition. 

The Pavilion is to cost £8,000, exclusive of 
foundations, lighting, seating, and heating. 

The sum of 100 guineas will be awarded for 
the selected design on the award of a qualified 
professional man to be appointed to assist the 
Corporation. 

The selected design will become the property of 
the Corporation, and the design is to be accom- 
panied with full detail plans, sections, specification, 
and perspective view, the whole drawn to a scale 
of 8 feet to 1 inch, with quantities and bona fide 
tender of the cost of the Pavilion. 

Comment on the above Conditions is needless ; 





484 JOURNAL OF THE 
bring their competition 


and unless the promoters 
ions, members 


into line with the Institute Regulati 
are requested not to enter for this competition. 


NNUAL ELECTIONS 


New Nominations. 


THE 


The following nominations have been 


subscribing members in accordance with By-law 
30 : 

As Vember of C 
BINGHAM ADAMS 
inated by G. F. Bodley, 
told ry ist: Sir Willian 
A. Be +" A.|; Sir Tl 
re ua nt > H.A.. Dublir 
ast rly ue re Peis 
Bw Tk. Alfred W. S. ¢ 
ouneil ; William Flockhart 
rnest George | F’.!, Royal 
resident, Me as r of Coun 
ice-President ; J. Alfred ( 
Edward Au 


MAURICE 


» 
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I 
I 
L 
C 
I 
I 
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of Counall: 
Vice-President, Membei 
Mallows [/F.), Membei 
/ 9 Membei ot Coune 
F’.\, Member of Counei 
Member of Counci 
Member of Council; 
Member of Council ; 
tending Architect I 

M. Fawcett, M.A. 

Cole A. Adams 

fessor Frederick M 

Pp: : Tree [7'.) 3 
Swinfen-Harris [F’.), 

As {ssociate-M 
CHARLES Epwarp HvutTcHrINso> 
Aidit ee 

Lanchester [F.), FE. 

Cross F’.|, A. Saxon Snel 

R. Fabian Russell | F’. , 

1s Members of the Art St 


Kpwtnx ALFRED RICKARDS 


Lo F’.), James S$ 
Rk. Jemmett F 
Lanchester | F’.), Alfred 
Wintiam Ginmour WILson 
Nominated { Altre \W 

Rickards [/'.), A. R. Je 
k., Albert W Mo 
Frederic Chatterto 


Gammell 
} 7 , 
As | Wie mober of the s¢ 


—_ WALT Moor 
H 


Gammell 1. 
keNeEST WintiAM Mabras \W 
No nated by Max C 
Solomon A), J 
F’.), A. Sa 1 Ss 
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MINUTES. XIII. 


t the Seventy-third Annual General Meeting (being the 
Thirteenth General Meeting of the Session 1906-07), held 
Monday, 6th May 1907, at 8 p.m.—-Present: Mr. Henry 
[. Hare, Vice-President, in the Chair, 26 Fellows (includ- 
ing nine members of the Council), and 28 Associates (in- 
cluding 1 member of the Council), the Minutes of the 
Meeting held Monday, 22nd April 1907 [p. 456], were taken 
as read and signed as correct. 

The Chairman formally presented the Annual Report of 
the Council for the official year 1906-07, copies of which 
had been issued to members with the previous number of 
the Journal 

The adoption of the Report having been moved by the 
Chairman and seconded by Mr. John Slater { #’.), Mr. Wm. 
Woodward reviewed the Report at length, and complained 
of the want of information it afforded of the transactions 
of the Council. Mr. Woodward further criticised the 
Council’s action in respect of the London County Hall 
Competition, and in support thereof read a précis he 
had prepared of the correspondence which had passed 
between the London County Council and the Institute 
C 

. suggestion by Mr. H. Hardwicke Langston [4.] to 

ibstitute the words “ architects of established reputation ”’ 
*“ architects of high standing ”’ in the clause 


for the words 
Surveyors ’’ was accepted by the 


relating to * District 
Chairman 

Messrs. H. Hardwicke Langston [4.], C. H. Brodie [ F’.), 
und Maurice B. Adams | F’.|, referred to the effect on the 
Institute Form of Contract of a recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal, and urged the withdrawal of the Form 
circulation pending revision. 

Chairman having replied to the various points raised 
« the discussion, the Report was finally put for adop- 
d passed without dissent. 

the motion of the Chairman a vote of thanks was 
passed to Messrs. Sydney Perks [F’.) and W. A. Webb [.1. 
for their services as auditors of the past year’s accounts, 
und Messrs. H P. Burke Downing [F’.) and A. W. Sheppard 

were nominated auditors for the ensuing year. 

The Meeting authorised the Council to appoint Seru- 
tineers to direct the election of the Council and Standing 
Committees for the year of office 1907-08, and to report 
the result thereof to the Business General Meeting of the 
10th J 

Che members of the Statutory Board of Examiners were 
reappointed to serve on the Board for the ensuing year. 

ving candidates for membership, found by the 
eligible and qualified according to the C hartei 
As FELLOWS 


{ ) 


. were nominated for election : 
Dudley Black (Liverpool); Albert Thomas 
lley Heath) ; Sidney Burgoyne Caultield ; Philip 
Chatwin (Birmingham); Perey Heylyn Currey 
‘yank Brookhouse Dunkerley | 1.) (Manchester) ; 
(Belfast); David Theodore Fyfe 
lliam Green (A. John Hartree (Hereford) ; 
ylor Decimus Hedley (Sunderland); William 
How; Philip Mainwaring Johnston; Waltei 
! Willie Swinton Skinner 
Henry Tanner, jun. A} 
Tooley [A. Robert Mag 
ASSOCIATES (5): — 
1892) (Ipswich); Samuel 
ittingham Qua ed Colonial Evam. 1906 
ne); Walter Hooker Qualified 1886 Kenneth 
Rea ‘Qualified Colonial Ewam. 1906) (Montreal, 
Stanley John Wearing [Irobationer 1903, Stu- 
t 1905, Qualitied 1906) (Leicester). 
The proceedings then closed, and the Meeting terminated 
t 9.30 p.m. 


tzsimons [A. 


(Shrewsbury) ; 
iam Stewart; 
Thomas; Herbert 
(Belfast). As 
utter Qualified 











